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AIRCRAFT NOISE STANDARDS

COT/FAA Issues final rule regarding civil supersonic airplanes,

nolsa standards, and sonic boom requirements; effectve
7-31-78 (Part IV of this Issue) 28406
DOT/FAA issues notice of decision conceming certain EPA

noise regulatory proposals; (Part IV of this isSUe)...emcem. 28421

SAFETY AT SEA

DOT/CG proposes regulation requiing operators of small
passenger canrying vessels to conduct safetly orientation for all
passengers; comments by 8-14-78 (Past V of this issue) ... 28425

OCEAN DUMPING
EPA gives notice of avallabilly of implementatizn manual
regarding bloassay procedures 28249

CB BASE STATION AND TELEVISION
ANTENNAS

CPSC issues final rule requiring warnings against shock haz-
ards; effactive 9-26-78 (Part Il of this IS5U8) mecmcoscenee 28392

WATERFOWL HUNTING

Interior/FWS proposes rule prohibilng possession of shot-

shells loaded with material other than approved nan-tox’c shot;
comments by 8-1-78 28205
Interior/FWS prohibits possession of shotshells loaded with
matcrnial oliizr than steel shot; effective 9-1-78 ... 28217

TRANSPORTATION OF HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS
DOT/MTB proposes conversion to mslric measuremen's;
comments by 8-18-78 28216
ACTIVITIES CF ADVISORY COMMITTEES
Commerce/Sacy gives nolice of availabiity of repcsts on
closed meetings held in 1977 28228
PRIVACY ACT
HEW/Secy amernds two systems of records; comments by
7~29-78; effective 7-29-78 28253
MEETINGS—
Architectural 2and Transportation Bamiers Compiiance Board;
National Advisory Commtlee cn an Accessible Envicon-
ment; 7-22 and 7-23-78 ... 28219
DOE: Censervation and Solar Application Insulation Materi-
als and Propertics; 7-28-78 28228

CONTIHUED INSIDE




-AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK

The following agencies have agreed to publish all documents on two assigned days of the week (Monday/

Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). This is a voluntary program. (See OFR notice 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976.)

Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday ) Friday
DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/ASCS DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/ASCS
DOT/NHTSA USDA/APHIS DOT/NHTSA USDA/APHIS
DOT/FAA - b USDA/FNS DOT/FAA USDA/FNS .
DOT/OHMO USDA/FSQS DOT/0HMO USDA/FSQS
DOT/OPSO USDA/REA Dé)T/OPSO USDA/REA

Ccsc csc

LABOR LABOR

~ HEW/ADAMHA . HEW/ADAMHA

HEW/CDC HEW/CDC

HEW/FDA ' ~ HEW/FDA .
~ HEW/HRA - HEW/HRA

HEW/HSA HEW/HSA

HEW/NIH ’ HEW/NIH

HEW/PHS HEW/PHS

Documents normally scheduled for publication on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the
next work day following the holiday. .
Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the-Week Program

Coordinator, Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Adminis-
tration, Washington, D.C. 20408. .

~ federal register

Area Code 202

Phone 523-5240

& %,% Published daily, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on cofficial Federal
& . 7% holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, Nattonal Archives and Records Service, General Services
y Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 U.8.0,
o ¥Sx*f , Ch.15) and the regulations.of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution
o,,%;\é” is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C, 20402,
The FEpERAL REGISTER provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices fssued
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having
general applicabllity and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agenocy
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Reglster tho day before
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the issuing agency.

The FEDERAL REGISTER will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year, payable
in advance. The charge for individual copies is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound,
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington,
D.C. 20402. ’ €

There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the FEDERAL REGISTER.
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE

Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries may be

made by dialing 202-523-5240.

mittee on Extreme External Phenomena; 7-14-78 ............ 28262

FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue: PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS:
Subscription orders (GPO) ...cccueeee. . 202-783-3238 Executive Orders and Proclama- 523-5233
Subscription problems (GPO).......... 202-275-3050 tions. .
“Dial - a - Reg”" (recorded sum- Waeekly Compilation of Presidential 523-5235
mary of highlighted documents Documents.
appearing in next day's issue). Public Papers of the Presidents...... 523-5235
Washington, D.C. ........... vessensnons 202-523-5022 Index 523-5235
Chicago, il 312-663-0884 .
LoS ANgeles, Calif oo 213-688-6694 | F ‘:,i'gﬁ l'_‘afv"fétes 2 rumbers S
Scheduling of documents for 202-523-3187 n PSecceses 5935087
publication. .
Photo copies of documents appear- 523-5240 Slip Laws ggg'gggg
ing in the Federal Register. B )
Corrections 523-5037 U.S. Statutes at Large.......eceeceteececee ggg_-gggg
Public inspection Desk....cccecnnncreane 523-5215 Index 503-566
Finding Aids 523-5227 5235082
Public Briefings: “How To Use the 523-3517 -
Federal Register.” . U.S. Government Manual.......ccceeeee 523-5230
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).. 523-3419
503-3517 Automation 523-3408
Finding Aids 523-5227 Special Projects 523-4534
. HIGHLIGHTS—Continued
DOTIFA}\: Air Traffic Procedures Advisory Commitlee; 7-18 Gifice of Science and Technology Policy: Intergovemmental
through 7-21-78 28282 mea, Engineeﬁng, and Technology Advisory Panel; 28267
Radio Technical Commission for Aeronautics Special
Committee 135; 7-25 through 7-28-78 ...ccussmmecessssmssens 28282 cg@gﬁg’yﬂfﬂ"es— oo 7-13-78 28224
HEW/NIH: Panel for the Review of Laboratory and Center § dvisory Committee; 7-13-7
Operations; 7-17 and 7-18-78 28252  HEARINGS— ]
OE: National Advisory Council on the Education of Disad- e oo eauacy of intercly 12 a5~ 8216
vantaged Children; 7-14-78 28253 .
Interior/BLM: Grazing Advisory Board; 8=1-78 w..u.usmsmsesseses .. 28256 fﬂ:f‘gg PARTS OF THIS ISSUE 28302
NFAH/NEA: Dance Advisory Panel; 7-15 through 7-17-78 28260 Part "i. DOT/FAA 28403
NRC: Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards Subcom- © Part IV, DOT/FAA 28406
Part V, DOT/CG 28425

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 126—THURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1978

-

iii



AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT

Notices
Authority delegations:
Development Support Bu-
reau, Assistant Administra-
tor.. 28281
AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE
Rules
Oranges (Valencia) grown in
Ariz. and Calif ....ceevcsnerens resessae
AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

See Agricultural Marketing
Service; Forest Service.

ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTATION
BARRIERS COMPLIANCE BOARD
Notices

Awareness seminars; planning
and arrangement; inquiry ....... 28219
Meetings: .

Accessible Environment Na-
tional Advisory Committee.. 28219

ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL
FOUNDATION
Notices
Meetings:
Dance Advisory Panel .....cooveee
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
Notices - :

Hearings, etc.:
Alaska Alirlines, Inc. subsidy -
mail rates 28220
Oakland service Case .eevseesssces 28223

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION -
Notices :

Meetings, State advisory com-
mittees: .
New York; date change.....eeeee

COAST GUARD

Rules

Anchorage regulations:
_Virginia .

Proposed Rules

Passenger and uninspected ves-

sels:
Operations; safety orientation
Of PASSENEELS cresrsrnsessscsssnassssons

Notices ~
Committees; 'establishment, re-
newals, terminations, etc.:
Ship Structure Committee...... 28282

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT

See also Industry and Trade Ad-
ministration. )

-

28260

28224

28199

28426

-contents

No_tlces‘

Advisory committees,
meetings; reports,
ability

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

Rules

closed
avail-
28228

"Antennas; citizens band base

station and television anten-
nas, and supporting struc-
tures; warning and instruction -
requirements....ccueesesserens esnsenans 28392

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION
Notices ’
Registration applications, etc.;
controlled substances:
~Regis Chemical Co....ccccerereneracee
‘Whitenight, John W., D.O .....
Wyeth Labs., INC c.ceeisennsersassons

ECONOMIC REGULATORY.
ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Crude oil, domestic, allocation
program; 1978; entitlement
. notices:
April .
Powerplants burning and natu-
ral gas or petroleum prod-
ucts, prohibition orders:
Iowa Public Service Co. et al ...

EDUCATION OFFICE

Notices
Meetings:

Education of Disadvantaged
Children National Advisory
Council

ENERGY DEPARTMENT

See also Economic Regulatory

28229

28229

28253

* Administration; Federal En-

ergy Regulatory Commission.
Notices
Meetings:
Conservation and solar appli-
cation; insulation materials
and Properties .o.eccesssscsseeses

. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Rules ’ . .

Air quality implementation
plans; approval and promul-
gation; various States, ete.:

Missouri 28203
Grants, State and local assist-
ance:
Treatment works construction
authorizations allotment;
COTTECHION wuierecrsrrcsassenseraesanrene 28202

Proposed Rules

Air quality implementation
plans; approval and promul-
gation; various States, etc.:

Arizona
California
Madryland; extension of time ..

Notices

Ocean dumping:

Bioassay procedures for per-
mit program; availability of
manual

Pesticide applicator certifica-
tion and interim certifica-
tion; State plans:

Colorado

Pesticides; tolerances, registra-
tion, etc.:

Benomyl

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF PRESIDENT

See Science and Technology
Policy Office.

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Rules ’

Air carriers certification and op-
erations:

Agricultural aircraft oper-
ations; special VFR night
Operations .o 28177

Domestic, flag, and supple-
mental air carriers and com-
mercial operators of large '
aircraft; flisht data and
cockpit voice recorders e

Domestic, flag, and supple-
mental air carriers and com-
mercial operators of large
aircraft; ground proximity
Wwarning system .eoecesecscsnces

Domestic, flag, and supple-
mental air carriers and com-
mercial operators of large
aircraft; operations review
program

Airworthiness directives:

Bendix

Boeing

Goodyear

Maule

Piper

SST noise and sonic boom re-

quirements (2 documents)....... 284086,

28213
28214
28214

26240

28249

28260

28171

20176

28403

28170
28171
28169
28172
28170

N 28421

Standard instrument approach
procedures 28174

Transition areas (3 docu-
ments) 28173

Proposed Rules

Control zone and transition
area 28207
Control zones 28207
Transition areas (3 documents).. 28208,
28209
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Notices

Meetings:
Aeronautics Radio Technical
COomMMISSION cecececsrsansssssecsensnase
Air Traffic Procedures Advi-
sory Committee. .

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMJSSION

Proposed Rules

Maritime services, land and
shipboard stations:
Radiotelegraph services, in-
terconnection and upgrad-
ing of public coast facilities;
extension of time ....cieeenn -

Notices

Rulemaking proceedmgs filed,
granted, denied, etc.; petitions
by various companies .....eseens

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Notices

Land withdrawals:
Oregon
Hearings, ete.;
Cities Service Gas Co. et al.....
Columbia Gas Transmission
Corp
Des Arc, Ark., City of, et al ....
Fast Tennessee Natural Gas
Co
Gas Gathering CorD.civsecsesacses
Huber, J. M., COID wccerrrensessssces
Kansas City Power & Light
Co
. Rentucky West Virginia Gas
Co
Mountain Fuel Resources, Inc
Northern Natural Gas Co .......
North Penn Gas C0 .evceene
Oklahoma Gas & Electric Co.
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line
Co
South Texas Natural Gas
Gathering Co .. . 28244
Tenneco Inc. et al 28244
Tennessee Gas Fipeline Co. et
al. (2 documents) ..o 28244, 28245
Texas Eastern Transmission
Corp. (2 documents) ...ceesesees. "
Texas Gas Transmission
Corp
Transcontinental Gas Pipe

28282
28282

28215

28220

28241

28236

28237
28235

28237
28237
28237

28238

28238
28242
28242
28242
28243

28243

28246
28246

Line Corp. (3 documents)..... 28247,
28248
FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION
Rules
Flood elevation determinations:
Arizona 28180
California 28180
Connecticut 28181
Florida 28181
Massachusetts ..., . 28182
New York (2 documents) ....... 28183
Virginia 28184

Flood insurance; special hazard
areas, map corrections:

Arkansas 28185

CONTENTS

California 28186
Colorado (4 documents).....ceeee 28186,
28187, 28193

Connecticut (3 documents) ..... 28187,
28188

Florida- 28189
Georgia 28189
Kansas 28190
Michigan 28190
New Jersey 28191
New York (2 documents) ........ 28191,
28192

North Dakota eeccssessssrssrncensess 28192
Oklahoma 28193
South Caroling ... coesonsssnsenes 28193

Texas (6 documents) ..... 28194-28196
Virginia (2 documents) ....ceeeneee 28197,
28198

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
Notices
Agreements filed, etC..iimemcscens
Casualty and nonper{ormance,
certificates:
Venture Cruise Lines, InC...ce
Environmental statements;
availability, ete.:
North Atlantic Shipping Asso-
ciation Councll et al ...ccrernere
Freight forwarder licenses:
Trimodal, INC wuecsssrsesens

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
Notices
Applications, etc.s
Garnett Bancshares, InC e
Kerkhoven Bancshares, Inc....
‘Texas American Bancshares,
Inc

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
Rules
Prohibited trade prastices:
Verrazzano Trading Corp. et
al 28178
Proposed Rules
Consent orders:
Nelson Brothers Furniture
Corp

FISH AND WILD LIFE SERVICE
Rules
Fishing:
Merritt Island National Wild-
life Refuge, FlI2 cucccesrncsens
Migratory bird hunting:
Shotshells in non-toxic shot
zones; prohibition ...

Proposed Rules
Migratory bird hunting:
Shotshells in non-toxic shot
zones; prohibition ..o

FOREST SERVICE
Notices
Environmental statements;
availability, etc.:
Coconino National Forest, Ari.
zona Snow Bowl Ski Area
Proposal

28251

28252

28250
28251

eeeecsense

28252
28252

28252

28210

28206

sessares

28205

28217

28219

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

See also Education Office; Na-
tional Institute of Education.

Notices

Privacy Act; systems of rec-
ords 28253

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

See Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration.

INDUSTRY AND TRADE ADMINISTRATION
Notices

Scientific articles; duty free en-
try:
Columbia University ..ccccsecee
Massachusetts Institute of
TeChNOlOZY ccccerccrseressratsassassecs
National Bureau of Standards
etal
North Carolina State Univer-
sity
Sandia Laboratories ... .o
Unliversity of California...es

28224
28224

28224

28225
28225
28226

* University of Eansas..ce.csesee 28226
Unliversity of Southern Cali-
fornia 28226

Virginia Commonwealth Uni-
versity-Medical College of
Virginia et al....cciccnccsvenene S

INTERIOR DEPARTNENT

See Fish and Wildlife Service;
Land Management Bureau;
National Park Service.

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION

Notices

Import investigation:
Multicellular plastic film, cer-

tain; swimming pool covers,
etc 28258

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION
Rules

Ralil carrlers; Class IIT railroad
designation for accounting
and reporting DUIrPOSES weseee 28204
Proposed Rutes _
Intercity rail passenger service;
adequacy; hearing .. cceesneees
Motor carriers:
Household goods transporta-
tion; estimating practices in-
vestigation; extension of

28227

28216

time 28217
Notlices
Hearing assignments ...ieeeess 28321
Motor carrier, broker, water car-
rier, and freight forwarder ap-
plications 28292

Motor carrier, broker, water car-
rier and freight forwarder ap-
plications; correction....seceees

Motor carriers:

Dual operations...awersccssssscees

28320
28321

FEDERAL.REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 126—THURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1978 A4



Permanen.t authority -applica-

tions 28282
Temporary aufhority ’app‘hca.-

tions 28322
Temporary authority applica-

tions; correstion ....cccccencssnes 28325
‘“Transfer.proceedings (3 docu-

IMENLES) aveeersssensensesasessenes . 28325, 28326

Petitions, 'applications, finance
matters (including temporary
authorities), mailroad :aban-
donments, alternate route de-
‘viations, and intrastate appli-
cations

Petitions, applications, finance
matters (inéluding ‘temporary .
authorities), railroad aban-
donments, alternate Toute de-
viations, ‘and intrastate
applications; ‘corrections -(2
documents)

Railroax carservices rules, man-
datory; exemptions ......eeeeee

Railroad operation, acquisition,

construction, ete.:

National Railway TUtilization
Corporation-Control-Penin- -
sula Terminal Co ...vceurcsrereenes 28326

28303

‘28321

23321

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT

See’Drug Enforcement Adminis-
tration.

LAND‘MANAGEMENT BUREAU

Notices

Applications,.etc.:
New Mexico (5 documents) ..... 28256,
28257
Wyoming (3 documents)...... 28257,
28258
Meetings:
Grand Junction District Graz-
ing Advisory Board......ecee - 28256
Withdrawal and reservation of
.lands, proposed,-etc.:

Idaho 28256

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE

Notices

Clearance of reports; 1ist of Te-
quests (2 documents)...eeereese . 28266

‘CONTENTS

MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION BUREAU

”Proposed/nules

‘Shipping and packaging re-
«quirements; metric equiv-

-alence for. qua.ntlty limita-
. tions 28216

.NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY
ADMINISTRATION
iRules
‘Fuel economy standards, aver-
‘age:
‘Passenger .automobiles, 1978
. :model year; exemptions ...
NATIONAL’INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION
Notlces-
Meetings: -
Laboratory and Center Oper-
ations Review Panel ...c.cceeeee
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Notices
Visitor transportation -service;
Mount Vernon 28258
NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY
.BOARD
Notices

Safety recommendations and
accident reports; availability,

TESpoNSes, 1€ wureccrsrses esssasessnss 28263
NEIGHBORHOODS NATIONAL
COMMISSION
Riiles
Freedom.of information ...... resenne 28199
Privacy Act 28198

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
Notices

‘Committees; establishment, re-
newals, terminations, etec.:
Risk  Assessment Review _

Group ‘28263
Issuances, semiannudl hard-
bound volume; availgbility .. 28262
Meetings: ) ‘
Reactor :Safeguards Advisory
Commitiee cuceesenesonns cornssassans 28262
Rulemaking pefifions: o
Ohmart Corp.; withdrawal...... 28260
Applications, ete..
Carolina Power:& Light 'Co .... 28261
Dairyland .Power ‘Coopera-
. tive 28261

»

Northeast Nuclear Energy Co.
et al 28261
Tennessee Valley Authority ... 28262

- POSTAL SERVICE

Rules
Postal Service Manual'
Certifications by nonprofit
third-class bulk mailers ... 28199

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY
OFFICE )

Notices
Meetings: a
Intergovernmental Science,
‘Engineering, and Technol-
ogy Advisory Panel; Human
Resources Task FOrce .

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

Notices

Self-regulatory  organizations;

proposed rule changes:
Chicago Board Options Ex-
change, Inc. (2 documents) .,
Nﬁlgwest Stock Exchange,
c
Municipal Securities Rule-
making Board ..
Ng;v York Stock Exchange,
c
Pacific Clearing COID «coenses
Pacific Stock Exchange Inc.,
et al

Hearings, ete..

Central Power & Light Co., et
al 28267
Hutton, E. F\, TruSb e 28271
Puritan Fund, Inc., et al «..... 28278

Southwestern Hlectric Power
Co 28280

STATE DEPARTMENT

See Agency for Internationsl
Development.

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

See also Coast Guard; Federal
Aviation Administration; Ma-
terials Transportation Bu-
reau; National Highway Traf-
fic Safety Administration.

‘Proposed Rules
Nondiscrimination:
Handicapped in Federally-

assisted programs and activi-
ties; correction .....

28287

28269
28273
282176

28276
202717

282178

28216

PYYYYTITTIY Y PYYYYT)
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list of cfr parts affected in this issue

published since the revision date of each title,

The following numerical guide is a kst of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affecied by documents publiished in loday’s issue. A
cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month {o date, follows beginning

ing with the second fssue of the moath.

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of esch month. The guido kists the parts and sections affected by documents

7CFR
908 28169
~ 14CFR
Ch.1 28421
21 28419
36 28419
39 (5 documents) ...cecsreces 28169-28172
71 (3 documents) ..ccuinnecens sossnsanases . 28173
91 28420
97 28174
121 (3 documents) «...se.... 28176, 281717,
N 28403

123 28176
135 (2 documents) v 28176, 28177
137 28177
Prorosep RULES:

71 (5 documents)......... 28207-28209
16 CFR )
13 28178
1402 28392
PROPOSED RULES:

13 28210

24 CFR

1917 (8 documents) «.eeee 28180-28184
1920 (26 documents) ......... 28185-28198

4000 28198
4001 28199
33 CFR

110 28199
33 CFR

111 28199
40 CFR

35 28202
52 28203
PROPOSED RULES!

52 (3 documents) ........ 28213, 28214
46 CFR

PROPOSED RULES!
26 28426
78 28426
185 28426

47 CFR

PRroOPOSED RULES:
81

49 CFR

631
1201A

1240

1241

PRrROPOSED RuULES!
27

173

1056

1124

50 CFR
20

33

PROPOSED RULES:
20

28215

28204
28205
28205
28205

28216
28216
28217
28216

28205
28206

28217

reminders

(The items in this list were editorially compiled &s an a{d to FrorraL RecisTrr users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal

-significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.)

Rules Going Into Etfect Today

DOT/CG—Tank vessels camying oil in trade;
protection of marine environment..... 54177;
12-13-76

Labor—Youth incentive entitlement pilot pro-
jects, comrections and clarification to final
rules 23504; 5-30-78

List of Public Laws

This is a continuing listing of public bills
that have become law, the text of which Is
not published in the Frorrar REGISTIR,
Coples of the laws in indlividual pamphlet
form (referred to as “slip laws') may be ob-
taflﬂed from the U.S. Government Printing
Olfice.

[Last Listing: June 28, 1978]

S. 2380 Pub. L.-95-302

To amend the Intervention on the High Seas
Act to implement the protocol relating to
intervention on the high seas in cases of
marine pollution by substances other than
oil, 1973. (June 26, 1978; 92 Stat 344)
Price; $.50
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7

CUMULATIVE LIST OF CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING JUNE

The followiné numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code
-of Federal Regulations -affected by documents published to date during

June.
1CFR
Ch.1 23701
305 27507
3CFR
PROCLAMATIONS:
4574 ‘25413
4575 25987
‘EXECUTIVE ORDERS: ’
July 3, 1913 (Revoked in part by
PLO 5639). 26733
12083 124659
12064 24661
MEMORANDUMS:
May 23, 1978 25415
June 2, 1978 ...ccvcrsesressssssnses 25983,:25985
June 12, 1978 27155
4 CFR
331 24819
401 24820
402 24820
403 24820
404 24820
-405 24820
4086 24820
407 24820
408 24820
409 24820
410 24821
415 24821
5 CFR
213 25075,
25076, 25417, 25989, 25990, 26411,
2715%, 27158, 27775

316 27175
PROPOSED RULES:

831 27843

890 27843
7 CFR .
2 23983
17 27981
210 25990
226 25130
227 25130, 25132
230 25134
246 23986
300 26411
301 25135
401 26561
656 26277, 27158
730 26412
905 24821
908 23701,

24822, 25789, 26689, 28169~
910..00000000nee0ee 23986, 25136, 26991, 27158

917 27981
918 25331
928 277175
932 24822
948 26689

viii

. 7 CFR~Continued
967 27159
989 27983
1079 24515
1126 27776
1434 24263
‘1446 27159
-1475 26413
1488 25991
- 1800 23986
1822..u0cer0ne0ne 24264, 25789, 26278, 26561
1823 25331
1901 26690
1904 24265
1933 25799
1980 25800
2852 25417
PROPOSED RULES:
210 aevecvnnnecsnnseses 25131,727554, 27843
250" 26447
415 25826
634 26740
650 24222
728 27844
917 23724
921 25347
‘924 26026
- 929 25348
945 ‘27193
946 27552
948 24846
980 24846, 27193
1040 y 27195
1062 24515
1126 23725
1270 auvecercsrnssnnesencsee weee 25430,’27845
1430 25137
1435 27994
1446 : 26587
1701 .ccvvvrcsrncsracons 24064, 25138, 26447
1822 27195
8.CFR
100 27167
214 25801
223 ‘26696
“PROPOSED RULES:
341 26754
9 CFR _
75 25993
78 23987, 27168
91 ' 27170, 27171
92 25418, 27172
94 R 27173
113 25076, 25078
315 25419
317 26423
318 26423
‘319 25419, 26423
ProPOSED RULES: -
11 24064
-85 ‘25433
381 24064

10 CFR
35 259094
71 27174
205 23989, 26079
210 211
211 26640
212 24265, 24822, 26540
430 . 24268
PROPOSED RULES!
35 27995
‘70 25433
‘73 25433
150 26433
210 wecercens S . 27974, 27976, 27996
211 24847,

26551, 27974, 27976, 271995
212 ....... 24847, 27974, 27976, 27995

465 24316
500 26134
12CFR R
9 23990
217 24516, 26425
226 26426
329 24269, 25094
526 24271, 27983
531 27983
545 24271
614 27782
PROPOSED RULES:
9 25348
220 27564
225 27664
226 23726
545 23727
615 27849
701 26317
13 CFR
118 27985
120 26278
ProrosSED RULES:
108 27554
14 CFR
Ch.I 28421
21 20419
36 28419
39 24272,

24273, ,24824-24827, 25420,
25802-25805, 26279-26282, 266917,
27510-27513, 28169-28172

1 24274,
24275, 25805, 25806, 26282, 26608,
27516, 28173

73 23703, 256331

5 23703

91 28420

95...... 26807

9Tuiisssnrssnsgorsrsssonersess . 24275, 25810, 28174

121........ e 24827, 28176, 28177, 28403

123 28176

129 24827

135 28176, 28177

137 o 28177

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 126—THURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1978 :



FEDERAL REGISTER

42 CFR—Continued 46 CFR—Continued 49 CFR—Continued
ProPOSED RULES: Prorosep Rurrs—Continued 253 25129
51b 27210 91 25000 254 25129
.5le 26534 94 25000 257 25346
57 26071-26077 97 25000 931 28204
71 27215 160 25000 57l 24310, 25822, 25823, 27541
122 24072 185 28426 1033 23722,
405 ........ 24332, 24873, 24988, 27215 189 25000 23723, 24535-24539, 25129, 26311,
449 24873 192 25000 26312, 26446, 26581, 26734-26736,
450 24988, 27215 196 25000 27841 i}
1109 25774
43CFR a4 oo 1200 26313
29 27840 512 26081 1201A 28205
: 1240 28205
P;muc LaND ORDERS: 47 CFR 1241 28205
sz e 0 24310, 25122, PRoPosED RuLES:
5639 26733 1 25122, 25821, 27991 Ch.II 26337
5640 26734 2 25343 27 25016, 28216
15 25122 171 24335
PrOPOSED RULES! 73 24533, 172 24335
428 24072 24534, 25344, 26020-26022, 113 24335, 28216
1600 24559 27535-27540 175 24335
45 CFR 76 25123, 26022 176 24335
78 25125 179 24865
185 26014 g3 27991 191 24478, 24866
801 27841 g3 27991 393 24871, 25156
. 1067 24841 g7 27991 531 24871
1611 27534 gg 25127, 27992 571 26758
1801 26366 o3 27992 i(l)gg 23212
. 73
Pao;;)sm Rurzs: ssas0 - % 2Tone 1124 25152, 28216
o7 25122
14 - 25149 Ch. VI 27549, 27550
175 25149 ProroseD RULES: 10 25823
176 25149 1 27868 20 28205
1050 25698 15 28007 26 26314
1061 26069 21 DBO0T  32eessesmeseenenenee 24696, 25823, 25824, 26024
1062 26274 63 2461 33 28206
1170 26589 285 26581, 27547
64 24861 2.9 Py
46 CFR 67 23746, 26336 o1 2013
73 - 24334 7547
4 25820 ' 651 27548
160 97152 24560, 24862, 24863, 25698, ) 27510
201 24996 26082, 26083, 27569-27572, ggy 27903
598 25343 27682, 28011
530 25820 81 24863, 28215 PROPOSED RULES:
" 83 24863 17 26084, 26759
PROPOSED RULES! 87 25150 20 28012, 28217
Ch.IV 24559 o oem 26 28017
26 28426 216 25349
33 25000 99 26311 217 25349
35 25000 171 24844 220 25349
7 25000 172 24845 402 25349
15 25000 192 27540 656 23747
78 25000, 28426 252 25129 661 23748
_ FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES—JUNE
Pages Date Pages Dale Papes Dcte
23701-23982 Junel 25331-25411 12 26561-26688 21
23983-24261 2  25413-25665 13 26689-27154 22
24263-24514 5 25667-25787 14 27155-27506 23
24515-24658 6 25789-25981 15 27507-21773 26
24659-24818 7 25983-26276 16 27715-271979 27
24819-25073 8 26277-26410 19 27981-28168 28
25075-25330 9 26411-26559 20 28169-28427 29
FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 126—THURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1978 xi



29 CFR
575 26562, 27466
697 25816, 26003
1910..0viueee renserssenssase 27350, 27418, 27962
1928....... v 27418
1952 25424
2610 25337
Prorosep RULES: -

708 25145

1610 26454

2550 27208
30CFR
837 25672
PROPOSED RULES: )

11 26454

70 26454

71 26454

75 26454

90 26454

- 880 24326

31CFR
103 24527, 27826
203 26309
214 26309
226 26309
317 26309
321 26309
409 .. 26718
PROPOSED RULES:

10 25695

129 25636
32CFR
260 25337
271 26310
298a 25672, 26720
504 26443
511 26443
512 26443
517 26443
519 26443
632 26443
533 26443
536 : 26443
538 26443
554 26443
561 26443
563 26443
564 26443
§70 26443
572 26443
573 26443
576 26443
577 \ 26443
580 26443
582 26443
632 26443
751 25425
1801 25092
1806 26568
1900 24527
Prorosep RULES:

505 27864

1804 26335
32A CFR
634 24308

X

'FEDERAL REGISTER

33CFR
3 25955
25 27531
100 25342
110 28199
117 24829, 26720
127 26721
. 207 " 26570
401 25817
Prorosep RULES:
S 117 26756
124 25958
126 25958
161 25958, 27567
177 26336
34 CFR
281 : 27190 .
282 27190
35CFR
67 25819
36 CFR
200 27190
222 27531
254 24830
904 24528
Prorosep RULEs:

223 26757
37 CFR
201 27827
302 24528
304 25068
38 CFR
"1 26571.
21 25428
PROPOSED RULES:

18d 25146
39 CFR
111 25095, 28199
3001 24832
PROPOSED RULES:

Ch.I 26033
40 CFR
35 28202
51 26380
52 25673~

25691, 26388, 26573, 26721, 28203

61 26372
116 27532
117 27533
118 24309, 27533
119 3 27534
120 24529
128.; 27736
171 24834
180.cccccereenssses 24692, 25120, 26310, 27835
204 P 27988
205 . 2'7988
403 ~ 27736
600 26722
PropOSED RULES:

35 24071

50 26962, 26971

40 CFR—Continued .

Prorosep Rures—Continued
51 26986
52 24071,

24857, 24858, 25146, 26767,
26985, 27208, 275667, 27568,

28003, 28213, 28214

55 26466
65 24858,
25147, 26460, 27865, 28004,

. 28006
80 24331
116 21569
117 27669
118 27669
119 27569
141 25838
180 24714,
24861, 25697, 26837, 27866
204 « 26589
413 26042
1500 : 26230
1501 26230
1502 26230
1503 26230
1504 25230
1505 25230
1506 25230
1507 25230
1508 , 25230

41 CFR

1-1 26004
1-2 20011
1-3 26011
1-12 26011
1-16 26011
5A-72 25602
7-1 24839
7-3 24839, 24840
7-4 24840
7-16 24840
7-30 w 24840
8-3 24531
8-52 .. 24531
8-14 24531
101-26 24533
101-30 24533
101-33 27191
101-35 27191, 27192
101-35.3 27192
101-36 27191
101-37 27191
101-38 24062
101-39 24062
101-40 24063
101-42 265676
101-43 26576
101-44 26679
101-45 26579
101-46 26580
114-3§ 26733

PROPOSED RULES!
4 24550
24-1 25449
29-170 26042
101-35 27867

42 CFR

LS O sesnnse 26012, 27836, 27956
58 26443, 27837.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 126—1HURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1978

-



14 CFR—Continued
221 24277
250 24277, 25667
298 25087
302 25332
ProrosED RuLEes:
39 237217,
24847-24850, 25830-25833,
26318, 2755527558 .
71 24324,

24851-24854, 25834-25837,
26319-26321, 26755, 26756,
27559, 27560, 28207-28209

T3 cevessanns 24854, 24855, 258317, 26323
75- 24856
i 26322
241 25138, 26449
288 25433
BT ccccrrcreressncnnce . 24542, 25141, 27560
1214 25693
1216 25317
15 CFR
315 23991
371 24517
373 27985
376 27986
377 25667
385 27986
399 24517
399.1 27986
16 CFR
Bueee. 25333, 26426
13 23991,
25811, 26426, 27782, 28178
419 25336
456 23992, 25995
800 27518
1040 25658
1201 266399
1301 26283
1402 28392
1505 26427
ProroseD RULES:
Ch.II 24325
13 24066,
25349, 26324, 26335, 27849,
27852, 28210
423 26334
453 26588
1145 27852
1307 27852
1500 27852
1700 27852
17 CFR
32 23704
240 24287, 26700
241 25420
249 24287, 26700
PROPOSED RULES!
1 23729
31 : 23729
18CFR -
ib 27174
3 27178
260 - 27178
410 27783
25944

701

FEDERAL REGISTER

18 CFR—Continued
PROPOSED RULES!
2 26026
154 26026
260 26026
19 CFR
Ch.I 25812
10 23708
159 23708,
23710, 25813, 25814, 25995, 25996
171 23711
200 25671
PROPOSED RULES:
4 23731
6 23731
20 CFR
401 25672
404000000 25000, 25090, 25422, 25815

416.... aesenssnacnnsss 25080, 256815, 27179
PRrROPOSED RULES:
16 25142
20 25142
201 25142
404 25695, 25837
410 24542
416 27853
422 25837
655 26033
718 26588, 27196
812 25142
21 CFR -
7 26202
101 24518
161 25423
172 27784
207 24008
442 27180
444 26428
622 271785
524 271785
540 24010
558 27186
1316 26428
ProroseD RULES:
Chl 24066
7 27498
10 25438
146 24547
155 26454
156 26454
182 24067, 25438
184 25438
186 24067, 25438
211 27474
314 25443
338 25444
340 25444
369 25444
429 25443
431 25443
505 25444
536 25444
539 25444
548 25444
740 24070
821 27474
1308 27560

22CFR
201 25997
PROPOSEZD RULES!
42 24547
603 26589
23 CFR
140 27518
625 27786
24 CFR
0 25815
201 26429
203 23713
213 23713
234 23713
279 25784, 26709
280 25964
570 24656
841 26988
888 25604
1914 24011,

24013, 26284-26287, 27787, 27986
1915...ceeeeeeeee 24019, 24021, 24022, 27790
1916 24049, 24050
1917 23713~

23722, 24051-24061, 24289-24307,

24519-24526, 25000, 26290-26309,

26429-26441, 26709-26718,

27180-27185, 27518-27530,

28180-28184
1920 28185-28198
1930 27186
1931 27186
4000 28198
4001 28199
Prorosep RuLes:
8 25411
201 25349
390 27486
570 25780
1710 23936
1715 23936
1917 23732-
23743, 24070, 24548-24558,
26033, 27197-27206, 27561~
27566, 27855-27864
2205 27206
3282 27494
25 CFR
43h 26441
252 27825
256 27187
PropoSED RULES:
11 25448
54 23743
26 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:
301 25143
27 CFR .
170 24234
201 24234
231 24243
252 24243
28 CFR
0 26001

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 126—THURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1978 ix






28169

rules and regulations ‘-

month,
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[3410-02]
Title 7—Agriculture

Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing
Service (Marketing Agreements
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables,
Nuts), Depariment of Agriculture

[Valencia Orange Regulation 5951

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG-
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing
Service, USDA.

ACTION: Final rule. ~

SUMMARY: This regulation estab-
lishes the quantity of fresh California-
Arizona Valencia oranges that may be
shipped to market during the period
June 30-July 6, 1978. Such action is
needed to provide for orderly market-
ing of fresh Valencia oranges for this
period due to the marketing situation
conironting the orange industry.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Charles R. Brader, 202-447-6393.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Findings. Pursuant to the marketing
agreement, as amended, and Order No.
908, as amended (7 CFR Part 908), reg-
ulating the handling of Valencia or-
anges grown in Arizona and designated
part of California, effective under the
-Agricultural Marketing Agreement
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-
674), and upon the basis of the recom-
mendations and information submit-
ted by the Valencia Orange Adminis-
trative Committee, established under
this marketing order, and upon other
information, it is found that the limi-
tation of handling of Valencia oranges,
as hereafter provided, will tend to ef-
fectuate the declared policy of the act.
The committee met on June 27,
1978, to consider supply and market
conditions and other factors affecting
the need for regulation and recom-
mended a quantity of Valencia or-
anges deemed advisable to be handled
during the specified week. The com-
mittee reports the demand for Valen-

cia oranges continues to be seasonally
slow.

It is further found that it Is Imprac-
ticable and contrary to the public in-
terest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rulemaking, and post-
pone the effective date until 30 days
after publication in the Feperarn REG-
1STER (5 U.S.C. 553), because of insuffi-
cient time between the date when in-
formation became available upon
which this regulation is based and the
effective date necessary to effectuate
the declared policy of the act. Inter-
ested persons were given an opportuni-
ty to submit information and views on
the regulation at an open meeting. It
is necessary to effectuate the declared
purposes of the act to make these reg-
ulatory provisions effective as speci-
fied, and handlers have been apprised
of such provisions and the effective
time.

Accordingly §908.895 is added as fol-
lows:

§908.895 Valencia Orange Regulation 593.

Order. (a) The quantities of Valencia
oranges grown in Arizona and Califor-
nia which may be handled during the
period June 30, 1978, through July 6,
1978, are established as follows:

(1) District 1: 200,000 cartons;
(2) District 2: 300,000 cartons;
(3) District 3: Unlimited.

(b) As used in this section, “han-
dled”, “District 1", “District 2", “Dis-
trict 3", and “carton” mean the same
as defined in the marketing order.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat, 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601-674.)

Dated: June 28, 1978.

CHARLES R. BRADER,
Deputy Direclor, Fruit and Vege-
table Division, Agricullural
Marketing Service

[FR Doc. 78-18357 Filed 6-28-78; 11:47 am]

[4910-13]
Title 14—Aeronautics and Space

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION AD-
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

[Daocket No. 78-S0O-04; Amdt. No. 39-32493

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Goodyear Aerospace Corp. TSO-C80;
Flexible Fuel Cells—Type BTC-39

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment amends
an existing airworthiness directive
(A.D.) applicable to Goodyear BTC-39
series construction fuel cells installed
on, but not necessarily limited to, cer-
tain Beech, Cessna, Israel Aircraft,
Piper, and Rockwell International air-
planes. This amendment is needed in
order to identify more specifically cer-
tain Beech aircraft models which were
intended to be covered by the applica-
bility section of the existing AD. The
FAA has been informed that the appli-
cability of the AD. to those maodel
series listed in the existing A.D. has
been misunderstoecd because of the
many different moedel series that are
affected. This amendment will identi-
{y also those models about which this
misunderstanding has occurred so as
to make it clear that the A.D. is appli-
cable to them and eliminate the mis-
understanding.

DATES: Compliance schedule—as pre-
scribed in the body of AD. 78-05-06
(amendment 39-3151).

ADDRESSES: The applicable: Beech
Aircraft Service Instruction No. 0895
referred to in amendment 39-3151 has
been distributed to all owmers of
record and all Beech Aviation and
Aero Centers. 'That service instruction
lists all of the models and serial num-
bers that are affected by this AD. A
copy may be obtained from the Beech
Alrcraft Corp., Wichita, Kans. 67201.
A copy of the service instruction is
contained in the Rules Docket, Room
264, Federal Aviation Administration,
gqog Whipple Street, East Poinf, Ga.
0344.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

W. S. Thomas, Engineering and
Manufacturing  Branch, Flight
Standards Division, FAA, P.O. ‘Box
20636, Atlanta, Ga. 30320, telephone
404-763-7435.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.
This amendment . further amends
amendment 39-3151, 43 FR 9591, A.D.
78-05-06, as amended by amendment
39-3173, 43 FR 14960, which currently
provides for checks for evidence of
fuel leakage, and imposes an integrity
leakage test and inspections of aircraft

incorporating Goodyear BTC-39 flexi-~

ble fuel cells. After issuing amendment
39-3173, the FAA has determined that
some owners or operators have misin-
terpreted the applicability statement
and have concluded that their Beech
model aircraft were not affected be-
cause that model was not specifically
identified on the A.D., even though
the manufacturer’s service instruction
included a complete list of affected
models. Therefore, the FAA is further
amending amendment 39-3151, as
amended by amendment 39-3173, by
providing a more detailed list of the
Beech airplane models to whlch the
A.D. is applicable.

Since this amendment prov1des a
clarification only, and imposes no ad-
ditional burden on any person, notice
and procedure hereon are unneces-
sary, and good cause exists for making
the amendment effective in less than
30 days.

DRAFTING INFORMATION
The principal authors of this docu-
ment are W. S. Thomas, Flight Stand-
ards Division, and Keith. May, Office
of the Regional Counsel.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT
Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, §39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal

Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is’

- amended by further amending amend-

ment 39-3151, 43 FR 9591, A.D. 78-05-

.06, as amended by amendment 39~

3173, 43 FR 14960, by revising the ap-

. plicability statement to include the

following Beech airplane models. in

place of the Beech airplane models
listed:

Beecu--H18, 35-B33, 35-C33, E33 and F33;
35-C334, E33A, and F33A; E33C and
F33C; P35, S35, V35 V3I5-TC, V354,
V35A-TC, V35B and V35B-TC; 36 and

A36; 45 (T34A), B45 and .D45 (T34B);

D50E, J50; 95-A55, 95-B55 and 95-B55A;
95-C55, 95-C55A, D55, D55A, ES5 and
E55A; 95-B55B (T42A); 56TC and
A56TC; 58 and 58A; 60, A60 and B60; 65,
A65 and A65-8200; 70; 65-80, 65-A80, 65~
A80-8800 and 65-B80; 65-88; 65-90, 65~
A90; B90; C90; E90; DI5A and E9SA; 99,
994, A99A and B99; 100 and A1Q0; and
any other Beechcraft airplane models or
serial numbers other than those listed
above on which Goodyear BTC-39 con-
struction fuel cells have been installed
as spares replacements.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Amendment 39-3151 became effec-
tive March 17, 1978.

Amendment 39-3173 became effec-
tive April 10, 1978.

This amendment becomes effective
June 30, 1978.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended, (49 .U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14
CFR 11.89.)

Norte.—The Federal Avxation Administra-
tion has determined that this document
does not contain 2 major proposal requiring

- preparation of an economic impact state-

ment under Executive Order 11821, as
amended by Execufive Order 11949, and
OMB Circular A-107.

Issued in East Point, Ga., on_June
16, 1978. .
GEORGE R. LA CaILLE,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

LFR Doc. 78-17884 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am1l

[4910-13]
[Docket No. 76-EA-26; Amdt. 39-32481

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Plper Aircraft

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule publishes & new
airworthiness directive (AD) applica-
ble to Piper PA-31T-type airplanes. It
requires an inspection prior to next
flight of the weld joining the brake
disc to the cup for circumferential
cracks. This inspection results from re-
ports which establish the separation
of the disc from the cup and the find-
ing of cracks in other discs.

EFFECTIVE DATE:. June 29, 1978.
Compliance prior to further flight.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

CONTACT:

K. Tunjian, Systems and Equipment.

Section, AEA-213, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch,
Biiilding, J.F.K. International Air-
‘port, Jamaica, N.Y. 11430, telephone
212-995-3372.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
The manufacturer is susbstituting a
forged part, Cleveland P/N 164-39F
for the welded assembly, and when
this is installed on the aircraft the in-
spections may be discontinued. This
information as to the cracked discs
was published to all known owners or
operators of the subject airplane by
airmail under date of April 6, 1978,
due to the air safety hazard. Since
there is still that effect on air safety,
it is found that notice and public pro-
cedure hereon are impractical and
good cause exists for making the

amendment effective in less than 30-

days.

Federal

DRAFTING INFORMATION

The principal authors of this docu.
ment are K. Tunjian, Flight Standards
Division, and Thomas €. Halloran,
Esq., Office of the Regional Counsel."

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, and pursuant to the au-
thority delegated to me by the Admin-
istrator, §39.13 of the Iederal Avi-
ation regulations (14 CFR 39.13) {s
amended, by issuing a new airworthi-
ness directive as follows:

PirER AIRCRAFT Comre. Applles to PA-31T-
type aircraft certificated in all catego-
ries, equipped with Cleveland main land-
ing gear wheel assembly, Piper P/N
§51775, Cleveland P/N 40-1.06.

To detect cracks in the main landing gear
wheel brakes, accomplish the following:

(a) Prior to the next flight, visually check
the weld joining the brake disc to the cup
for circumferential cracks. If a crack Is
found, replace the disc with an alrworthy
part of the same P/N or with Cleveland
Jbrake disc, P/N 164-39F, before further
ﬂll]glét. Check may be accomplished by the
pilot.

(b) Repeat paragraph (a) prior to each
flight until Cleveland P/N 164-39F i3 in.
stalled.

(c) Record resujts of each check in air-
craft log or continuous inspection manual,

Effective date; Ths amendment is ef-
fective June 29, 1978.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c); and
14 CFR 11.89.)

Nore.—The Federal Aviation. Administra.
tion has determined that this document
does not contain a major propesal requiring
preparation of an economic impact stotes
ment under Executive Order 11821, as
amended by Executive Order 11949, and

~ OMB. Circular A-107

1 I7sssued in Jamaica, N.X., on June 15,
9
WiLLiam E. MORGAN,
Director, Eastern Region.

[FR Doc. '18-17885 Filed 6-28-18; 8:46 am)

[4910-13]
{Docket No, 78-EA-38; Amdt. 39-3252)

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
: DIRECTIVES

Bendix

AGENCY: Pederal Aviation Adminis.
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment (AD)
amends AD 78-09-07 applicable to
Bendix type magnetos and clarifies
the applicability of AD 78-09-07 to
magnetos incorporating impulse cou-
plings. It appears that there had been
misunderstandings in that regard.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 3, 1978,
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ADDRESSES: Bendix Service Bulle-
tins may be acduired from the manu-
facturer at the Electrical Components
Division, Sidney, N.Y. 13838.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

A. Farrar, Propulsion Section, ABA-
214, Engineering and Manufacturing
Branch, Federal Building, J.F.K. In-
ternational Airport, Jamaica, N.Y.
11430, telephone 212-995-2894.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Since this amendment is solely for
clarifying the applicability of AD 78-
09-07, notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary and the
amendment may be made effective in
less than 30 days.

DRAFTING INFORMATION

The principal authors of this docu-
ment are A. Farrar, Flight Standards
Division, and Thomas C. Halloran,
Bsq., Office of the Regional Counsel.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, and pursuant to the au-
thority delegated to me by the Admin-
istrator, §39.13 of the ¥ederal Avi-
ation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is
amended by amending AD 78-09-07 as
follows:

Delete: “Applies to Bendix S-20
series, S-1200 series and D-2000/D-
2200 series magnetos.”

Insert: “Applies to Bendix S-20
series, S-1200 series and D-2000 series
magnetos incorporating impulse cou-
plings.”

Effective Date: This amendment is
effective June 3, 1978.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421,
1423); sec. 6(c), Department of Transporta-
tion Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14 CFR 11.89.)

Norte.—Federal Aviation Administration
has determined that this document does not
contain a major proposal requiring prepara-
tion of an Economic Impact Statement
under Executive Order 11821, as amended
by Executive Order 11949, and OMB Circu-
lar A-107.

L Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on June 19,
978.
Louis J. CARDINALI,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[FR Doc. 78-18049 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13]
[Docket No. 78-NW-14-AD; Amdt. 39-3253]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Boeing Model 737 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment super-
sedes Amendment 39-2145 (40 FR

RULES AND REGULATIONS

14055), AD 75-07-11, which required
inspections of the outboard trailing
edge flap inboard tracks on Boeing
Model 737 serles airplanes, including
military type T43A airplanes. Service
experience discloses that cracks in the
inboard tracks develop earlier than
previously expected, and that cracks
also have developed in the outboard
tracks. Cracking, if allowed to pro-
gress, could result in loss of the out-
board trailing edge flap. Consequently,
the inspection threshold for the in-
board track is being reduced, and in-
spection requirements for the out-
board tracks are being added.

DATES: Effective date July 12, 1978.
Initial compliance: As prescribed in
the body of the AD.

ADDRESSES: Boeing service bulletins
specified in this directive may be ob-
tained upon request to the Boelng
Commercial Airplane Co., P.O. Box
3707, Seattle, Wash. 98124. Those doc-
uments may also be examined at FAA
Northwest Region, 9010 East Marginal
‘Way South, Seattle, Wash. 98108.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Gerald R. Mack, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, FAA North-
west Region, 9010 East Marginal
Way South, Seattle, Wash. 98108,
telephone 206-~767-2516.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION:
AD 75-07-11, Amendment 39-2145 (40
FR 14059), requires inspections for
cracks in the inboard flap tracks of
the outboard trailing edge flap instal-
lation on Boeing Model 737 series air-
planes. Cracking, if allowed to pro-
gress, could result in the loss of the
outboard trailing edge flap. The crack-
ing is caused by fatigue, initiated by
either pitting corrosion or stress corro-
sion. The AD inspection threshold is
7,000 landings.

Recently, a review of service experi-
ence data showed that cracking in the
inboard tracks has occurred at thresh-
olds as early as 4,000 landings. Also,
these data showed that Identieal
cracking has occurred in the outboard
tracks; however, the threshold for the
outboard tracks is higher than the
threshold for the inboard tracks since
the structural loading is less. Once
cracking initiates, the propagation
rate is the same for both tracks; there-
fore, the inspection interval for the in-
board and outboard tracks is the same.
Additionally, the review indicated that
the majority of cracked tracks in-
volved the aft fastener hole, which is
the most critical location for crack
propagation. Therefore, the inspection
interval for tracks with a crack in the
aft fastener hole is reduced from that
permitted by AD 75-07-11. The inspec-
tion method required by AD 75-07-11
is the penetrant method. Magnetic
particle inspection is also an accepta-
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bled method and therefore, is included
in the new AD.

Accordingly, AD 75-07-11 is being
superseded by a new AD requiring
penetrant or magnetic particle inspec-
tions for cracks in both the inboard
and outboard flap tracks of the out-
board trailing edge flap installation.
Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this regulation,
it is found that notice and public pro-
cedure hereon are impracticable and
good cause exists for making this
gx:endment effective in less than 30

VS.

DRAFTING INFORMATION

‘The principal authors of this docu-
ment are Gerald R. Mack, Engineering
and Manufacturing Branch, FAA
Northwest Region, and Jonathan
Howe, Regional Counsel, FAA North-
west Region.

ADOPTION OF TEE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor Section 39.13 of the Federal Avi-
ation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is
amended by superseding AD 75-07-11,
Amendment 39-2145 (40 FR 14055),
and adding the following new Airwor-
thiness Directive:

BOEING. Applies to inhoard and outhoard
flap tracks of the cutboard trailing edge
flap installation identified in Boeing
Service Bulletin Nos. 737-57-1082, Revi-
sion 4, ar later FAA approved revisions,
and 737-57-1084, Revision 2, or later
FAA approved revisions, respectively, of
all Boeing Model 737 series airplanes, in-
cluding military type T43A airplanes,
certificated in all categories.

Compliance required as indicated.

To detect cracks in the aft portion of the
{nboard and outboard flap tracks of the cut-
board trailing edge flap installation aceom-
plish the following:

“A. Inspect the inboard and outboard
tracks In accordance with paragraph B of
this AD as follows:

1. Inboard tracks: Unless accomplished
within the last 600 landings prior to the ef-
fective date of this AD, within the next 600
landings from the effective date of this AD
or prior to the accumulation of 4,000 land-
Ings whichever occurs later.

2. Outboard tracks: Unless accomplished
within the last 300 landings prior to the ef-
fective date of this AD, within the next 900
landings from the effective date of this AD
or prior to the accumulation of 7,000 land-
Ings, whichever aecurs later.

If cracks are detected replace the track or
repalr per paragraph D of this AD. If cracks
are not found, reinspect per paragraph C of
this AD.

B. Penetrant or magnetic particle inspect
the applieable tracks in accordance with
Boelng Service Bulletin Nos. 737-57-1082,
Revision 4, or later FAA approved revisions,
and 737-57-1084, Revision 2, or later FAA
approved revisfons, or in a manner approved
by the Chief, Engineering and Manufactur-
ing Branch, FAA Northwest Region.

C. Repeat the inspections in accordance
with paragraph B of this AD at intervals
not to exceed 1,200 landings, except as re-
qQuired by paragraph D for repaired tracks.
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D. Repair cracked. tracks in accordance
with Boeing Service Bulletin Nos. 737-57-
1082, Revision 4, or 737-57-1084, Revision 2,
or later FAA approved revisions, as applica-
ble, or in a manner approved by the Chief,
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch,
FAA Northwest Region. Repaired tracks are
to be penetrant or magnetic particle inspect-
ed at intervals not to exceed:

1. 1,200 landings for tracks with repaired -

"lower flange edges by blendout.

2. 1,000 landings for tracks with cracks
stop drilled in thin small. portion of the
flange.

3. 1,000 landings—for tracks with one web
cracked between two adjacent holes in the
area forward of aft fastener hole.

4. 500 landings—for tracks with one web
cracked beyond two adjacent holes in the
area forward of aft fastener hole.

5. 20 landings--for tracks with one web
cracked and the crack propagating down
from the aft fastener hole.

Tracks with cracks other than those speci-
fifd above, must be replaced prior to further
flight. -

E. Replacement of the tracks affected by
this AD with improved tracks fdentified in
paragraphs C of Boeing Service Bulletin
Nos. 737-57-1082, Revision 4, or later FAA
approved revisions, and 737-57-1084, Revi-
sion 2, or later FAA approved revisions, or

equivalent approved by the Chief, Engineer-"

ing and Manufacturing Branch, FAA North-
west Region, constitutes terminating action
for this AD.

F. For the purpose 6f complying with the
Alrworthiness Directive, with approval of
the assigned FAA maintenance inspector,
the number of landings may be determined
by dividing each airplanes hours time-in-
service by the operators Boeing Model 737
fleet average time from takeoff to landing.

G. Airplanes may be flown to a mainte-
nance base for repairs or replacement in ac-
cordance with FAR 21.197.

H. Upon request of the operator, an FAA
maintenance inspector, subject to prior ap-
proval of the Chief, Engineering and Manu-
facturing Branch, FAA Northwest Region,
may adjust the repetitive inspection inter-
vals in this AD, if the request contains sub-
stantiating data to justify the increase for
that operator.

This AD supersedes AD 75-07~11.

The manufacturer’s specifications
and procedures identified and de-
scribed in this directive are incorporat-

ed herein and made a part hereof pur- -

suant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(1).

All persons affected by this directive
who have not already received these
documents from the manufacturer,
may obtain copies upon request to
Boeing Commercial Airplane Co., P.O.
Box 3707, Seattle, Wash. 98124, These
documents may also be examined at
FAA Northwest Region, 9010 East
Marginal Way South, Seattle, Wash.
98108.

This amendment becomes effective
July 12, 1978.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation
Action of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C.
1354(a), 1421, 1423) and sec. 6(c) of the De-
partment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C.
1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.89.)

Nore—The Federal Aviation Administra-
tlon has determined that this document

"RULES AND REGULATIONS

N
does not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an Economic Impact State-
menf; under Executive Order 11821, as
amended . by Executive Order 11949, and
OMB Circular A107.

Issued in Seattle, Wash., on June: 20,
1978 .

C. B. WarK, Jr.,
Director, Northwest Region.

Note.—The incorporation. by reference
provisions in. the document were approved
by the Director of the Federal Register on
June 19, 1967,

[FR Doc. 78-18047 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 ax'nl

[4910-13]
[Docket No. 78-S0O-39; Amdt. No. 39-32511

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Mavule M-5 Series Aircraft

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts
a new airworthiness directive (AD)
which requires inspection ‘and replace-
ment of fuel feed lines that may have
collapsed which could result in loss of
engine power. -

DATES: Effective date: July 5, 1978.
Compliance required within the next
25 hours’ time in service after the ef-
fective date of this AD.

ADDRESSES: The applicable service
letter may be obtained from Maule
Aircraft Corp., Spence Air Base, Moul-
trie, Ga. 31768. A copy of the service
letter is contained in the Rules
Docket, Room 264, FAA Southern
Region, 3400 Whipple Street, BEast
Point, Ga. 30344. ’

FOR . FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

‘"W. J. Lawrence, “Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, FAA South-

ern Region, 3400 Whipple Street,:

East Point, Ga. 30344, telephone
404-763-7435.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION:
The airframe manufacturer has deter-
mined that during production there
have been fuel feed lines deformed
due to overtorqueing of line hose
clamps. Since this condition is likely to
exist or develop on other airplanes of
the same type design, an AD is being
issued which requires inspection and
replacement of fuel feed lines, as nec-
essary, on Maule M-5 series aircraft.
Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this regula-
tion, it is found that notice and public
procedure hereon are impracticable,
and good cause exists for making this
amendment effective in less than 30

- days.

The principal authors of this docu-
ment. are W. J. Lawrence, Flight

Standards Division, and Ronald R. Hu-
gadone, Office of the Reglonal Coun-
sel, FAA Southern Region.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra«
tor, §39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation regulations (14 CIFR 39.13) is
amended by adding the following new
airworthiness directive:

MavULE AIRCRAFT CorpP. Models M-5-210C', S/
N 6190C thgough 6204C, M-5-235C, S/N
7061C through 7160C, 7163C through
7167C, 7169C through 7192C, 7194C, and
7197C.

To prevent reduction of fuel feed or
supply to the engine, accomplish the follow-
ing within the next 25 hours’ time in serv-
icet

Remove the wing root falrings on beth
sides to gain, access to both mein tank out-
lets (two outlets per tank).

(1) If the fuel line tube clamps do not
have hexagonal heads, no further Inspec-
tion is necessary. Replace fairing and return
aireraft to service.

(2) If the fuel line tube clamps have hex-
.agonal heads, drain fuel tanks, and loosen
‘the tube clamp(s) pull the fuel hose off of
the fuel line(s) and tank outlets and Inspect
tube(s) for deformed tube sectlons. If fuel
line tube(s) are deformed, replace tube(s),
front tubes Maule P/N 5092X-T left, 6092X~
8 right; rear tube(s) P/N 5092X-1 left and
5092X-9 right. Use round head Aecroseal
hose clamps P/N QS-100-M8S, or existing
hose clamps, during reassembly. Tordgue
clamps to 15-20 inch pounds. Leak check
fuel system prior ta returning alrcraft to
service. ‘

An glternate method of compliance with
this AD may be used if approved by the
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing
Branch, Federal Aviation Administration,
Southern Region, Atlanta, Ga.

Maule Service Letter 39, dated May 10,
1978, or later FAA-approved revision, per-
tains to the same subject.

This amendment becomes effective
July 5, 1978.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(n),
1421, and 1423); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(0)); 14
CFR 11.89.)

Note.—The Federal Aviatioh Administra.
tion has determined that this document
does not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an economic impact state-
ment under Executive Order 11821, as
amended by Executive Order 11949, and
OMB Circular A-107.

Issued in East Point, Ga., June 19,
1978.
GEORGE R. LACAILLE,
Acting Director, Sauthern Region.
[FR Doc. 78-18046 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]
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{4910-13]
fAirspace Docket No. 78-EA-441

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area:
Coatesville, Pa.

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule will amend the
area’s description by reflecting a 1
degree change, 283° to 282° in the
bearing from the COATY L.OM. This
change is a reflection of the revised
NDB Rwy 11 instrument approach
procedure.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Frank Trent, Airspace and Proce-
dures Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Federal Building, J.F.K. In-
ternational Airport, Jamaica, N.Y.
11430, telephone 212-895-3391.

SUPPLEMENTARY-INFORMATION:
The rule is minor in nature and does
not impose any additional burden on
any person. In view of the foregoing,
notice and public procedure hereon

are unnecessary and the rule may he-

made effective in less than 30 days.
DRAFTING INFORMATION

The principal authors of this docu-
ment are Frank Trent, Air Traffic Di-
vision, and Thomas C. Halloran, Esq.,
Office of the Regional Counsel.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, Subpart G of Part 71 of the Feder-
al Aviation regulations (14 CFR Part
71) is amended, June 29, 1978, by
adoption of the amendment, as fol-
lows:

1. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation regulations so as to
amend the description of the Coates-
ville, Pa., 700-foot floor transition area
by deleting “283°” and by inserting,
#282°" in lieu thereof.

(Sec. 307(a), and 313(a), Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(c));
see, 6(c) of the Department of Transporta-
tion Act (49 US.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR
11.69.)

Note.—The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has defermined that this document
does not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an economic impact state-
ment under Executive Order 11821, as
amended by Executive Order 11949, and
OMB Circular A-107.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1 Ir’sssued in Jamaica, N.Y., on June 13,
978.
L. J. CARDINALT,
Acling Director,
Eastern Region.

[FR Doc. 78-18043 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

>

[4910-13]
[Airspace Docket Ne. 78-ASW-8]

PART 71-—-DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area: Durant,
Okla.

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis.
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The nature of the action
being taken is to alter the transition
area at Durant, Okla. The intended
effect of the action is to provide addi-
tional controled airspace for aircraft
executing instrument procedures at
the Eaker Field Airport. The circum-

stance which created the need for the

action was the utilization of the air-
port by higher performance aircraft
whose operation cannot be protected
by existing controled airspace.

f}FFECTIVE DATE: September 1,
9178.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

David Gonzalez, Airspace and Proce-
dures Branch (ASW-536), Alr Traf-
fic Division, Southwest Reglion, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, P.O.
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Tex. 76101,
tt{a)lephone 817-624-4911, extension
302.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
HISTORY

On April 13, 1978, a notice of pro-
posed rulemaking was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER (43 FR 15434) stat-
ing that the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration proposed to alter the Durant,
Okla., transition area. Interested per-
sons were invited to participate in this
rulemaking proceeding by submitting
written comments on the proposal to
the Federal Aviation Administration.
Comments were received without ob-
Jections. Except for editorial changes
this amendment is that proposed in
the notice.

THE Rure

This amendment to Subpart G of
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation regula-
tions (14 CFR 71) alters the Durant,
Okla., transition area. This action pro-
vides additional controled airspace
from 700 feet above the ground for the
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protection of aircraft executing instru-
ment procedures at the Ezker Field

DRAFTING IKFORMATION

The principal authors of this docu-
ment are David Gonzalez, Airspace
and Procedures Branch, and Robert C.
Nti.*lson. Office of the Regional Coun-
sel.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the A
tor, Subpart G of Part 71 of the Feder-
al Aviation regulations (14 CFR Part
71) as republished (43 FR 440) is
amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., Sep-
tember 7, 1978, as follows.

In Subpart G, 71.181 (43 FR 440),
the Durant, Okla., transition area is
amended as follows:

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 8.5-mile
radius of Faker Field (Qatitude 33'56'30” N.,
longitude 96°24'C* W.), and within 3 miles
each side of a 167° bearing from the Durant
NDB (latitude 33°56'32” N., longitude
96°23'54" W.) extending from the 8.5-mile
radius area to 9 miles SE. of the NDB.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a); and sec. 6(c), Department
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).)

Nore.—The FPAA has determined that this
document does not contain a major proposal
requiring preparatfon of an economic
impact statement under Executive Order
11821, as amendzd by Executive Order
11949, and OB Circular A-107.

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on June
19, 1978.

PavuL J. BAKER,
Acting Director;
Southwest Region.
[FR Doc. 78-18045 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13]
[Alrspace Docket No. 78-GL-3]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Area

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The nature of this Feder-
al action is to designate additional con-
troled airspace near Faribaulf, Minn.,
to accommodate a new instrument ap-
proach procedure into the Faribault
Municipal Airport. The effect of this
action is to insure segregation of the
aircraft using this approach procedure
in instrument weather conditions, and
other aircraft operating under visual
conditions.

%%'ECTIVE DATE: September 7%,
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FOR FURTHER -INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Doyle Hegland, Airspace and Proce-
dures Branch, Air Traffic Division,
AGIL-530, FAA, Great Lakes Region,
2300 East Devon Avenue, Des
Plaines, Il11, 60018, telephone 312-
694-4500, extension 456,

SUPPLEMENTARY. INFORMATION:
The flow of the controled airspace in
this area will be lowered from 1,200
feet above ground to 700 feet above
ground. The development of the pro-
posed instrument procedures necessi-
tates the FAA to lower the floor of the
controled airspace to insure that the
procedure will be contained within
controled airspace. The minimum de-
scent altitude for this procedure may
be established below the floor of the
700-foot . controled airspace. In addi-
tion, aeronautical maps and charts will
reflect the area of the instrument pro-
cedure which will enable other aircraft
to circumnavigate the area in order to
comply with applicable visual flight
rule requirements.

DRAFTING INFORMATION

The principal authors of this docu-
ment are Doyle W. Hegland, Airspace .
and Procedures Branch, Air Traffic
Division, and Joseph T. Brennan,
Office of the Regional Counsel.

DiscussioN OF COMMENTS

On page 12027 of the FEpERAL REGIS-
TER, dated March 23, 1978, the Federal
Aviation Administration published a
notice of proposeéd rulemaking which
would amend section 71.181 of Part 71
of the Federal Aviation regulations so
as to designate a transition area at
Faribault, Minn. Interested persons
were invited to participate in this rule-
making proceeding by submitting writ-
ten comments on the proposal to the
FAA. No objections were received as a
result of the notice of proposed rule-
making.

< ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is
amended, effective September 7, 1978,
as follows:

In section 71.181 (42 FR 440), the
following transition area is added:

FariBavLT, MINN.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of Faribault Municipal Airport QQatitude
44°19'30” N., longitude 93°18°30” W.), within
1.25 miles each side of the 199° bearing from
Faribault Municipal Airport, extending
from the Faribault 5-mile radius area to 9
miles southwest of the airport, excluding
the portion within the Owatonna, Minn.,
transition area.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c), Department of

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(¢c)); sec.
11.61 of the Federal Aviation regulations (14
CFR 11.61).)

Note.—The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this document
does not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an economic impact state-
ment under Executive Order 11821, as
amended by Executive Order 11949, and
OMB Circular A-107.

Issued in Des Plaines, Ill,, on June
16, 1978.
JoHN M.-CYROCKI, -
Director, Greal Lakes Region.

In section 71.181 (43 FR 440), the
following transition area is added:

Farieauvrr, MINN,

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of Faribault Municipal Airport (Latitude

~44°19'30" N., longitude 93°18'30". W.), within
1.25 miles each side of 199° bearing from
Faribault Municipal Airport, extending
from the Faribault 5-mile radius area to 9
miles southwest of the airport, excluding
the portion within the Owatonna, Minn.,
transition area.

[FR Doc. 78-18044 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13]
[Docket No. 18072; Amdt, No. 11141

SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL .

OPERATING RULES

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
' APPROACH PROCEDURES

Miscellaneous Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (F'AA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule, -

SUMMARY: This amendment estab-
lishes, amends, suspends, or revokes
Standard Instrument Approach Proce-
dures (SIAP’s) for operations at cer-
tain airports. These regulatory actions
are needed because of the adoption of
new or revised criteria, or because of
changes occurring in the National Air-

space System, such as the commission- -

ing of new navigational facilities, addi-
tion of new obstacles, or changes in air
_traffic requirements. These changes
“are designed to provide safe and effi-
cient use of the navigable airspace and

_to promote safe flight operations

under instrument flight rules at the
affected airports. .

DATES: An effective date for each
SIAP is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matters
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

- For EXAMINATION

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA Head-
quarters Building, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected aifrport is
located; or

3. The Flight Inspection Field Ofﬁce

- which originated the SIAP,

For PURCHASE

Individual SIAP copies may be ob-
tained from:

1. FAA Public Information Center
(APA-430), FAA Headquarters Bulild-
ing, 800 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591; or

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected alrport is
located.

BY SUBSCRIPTION

Copies of all SIAP’s, mailed once
every 2 weeks, may be ordered from
Superintendant of Documents, U.S.
Government Printing Office, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20402. The annual sub-
scription price is $135.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

William L. Bersch, Flight Proce-
dures and Airspace Branch (AFS-
'730), Aircraft Programs Division,
Flight Standards Service, Federal
Aviation Administration, 800 Inde-
pendence Avenue SW., Washington,
D.C. 20591, telephone 202-426-82717,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
This amendment to Part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Part 97) prescribes new, amended, sus-
pended, or revoked Stancdard Instru-
ment Approach Procedures (SIAP’s).
The complete regulatory description
of each SIAP is contained in official
FAA form documents which are incor-
porated by reference in this amend-
ment under 5 U.S.C. §56%(a), 1 CFR
Part 51, and § 97.20 of the Federal Avi-
ation Regulations (FAR's). The appli-
cable FAA forms are identified as F'AA
Forms 8260-3, 8260-4 and 8260-5. Ma-
terials incorporated by reference are
available for examination or purchase.
4s stated above.

The large number of SIAP’s, their
complex nature, and the need for a
special format make their verbatim
publication in the JEbDERAL RECISTER
expensive and impractical. Further,
airmen do not use the regulatory test
of the SIAP's but refer to their graph-
ic depiction on charts printed by pub-
lishers of aeronautical materlals,
Thus, the advantages of incorporation
by reference are realized and publica-
tion of the complete description of
each SIAP contained in FAA form doc-
ument is unnecessary. The provisions
of this amendment state the affected
CFR (and FAR) sections, with the
types and effective dates of the
SIAP’s. This amendment also identi-
fies the airport, its location, the proce«
dure identification and the amend-
ment number.

«
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This amendment to Part 97 is effec-
tive on the date of publication and
contains separate SIAP's which have
compliance dates stated as effective
dates based on related changes in the
National Airspace System or the appli-
cation of new or revised criteria. Some
SIAP amendments may have been pre-
viously issued by the FAA in a Nation-
al Flight Data Center (FDC) Notice to
Airmen (NOTAM) as an emergency
action of immediate flight safety relat-
ing directly to published aeronautical
charts. The circumstances which cre-
ated the need for some SIAP amend-
ments may require making them effec-
tive in less than 30 days. For the re-
maining SIAP’s, an effective date at
least 30 days after publication is pro-
vided.

Further, the SIAP's contained in
this amendment are based on the cri-
teria contained in the U.S. Standard
for Terminal Instrument Approach
Procedures (TERP's). In developing
these SIAP’s, the TERP’s criteria were
applied to the conditions existing or
anticipated at the affected airports.
Because of the close and immediate re-
lationship between these SIAP’s and
safety in air commerce, I find that
notice and public procedure before
adopting these SIAP’s is unnecessary,
impracticable, or contrary to the
public interest and, where applicable,
that good cause exists for making
some SIAP’s effective in less than 30
days.

‘The principal authors of this docu-
ment are Rudolph L. Fioretti, Flight
Standards Service, and Richard W.
Danforth, Office of the Chief Counsel.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me, Part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Part 97) is amended by establishing,
amending, suspending, or revoking
Standard Instrument Approach Proce-
dures, effective on the dates specified,
as follows:

1. By amending §97.23 VOR-VOR/
DME SIAP’s identified as follows:

* * * Effective October 5, 1978

Los Angeles, CA—-Los Angeles Int'l, VOR
Rwy TL/R (TAC) Amdt. 13

* * * Fffective Seplember 7, 1978

Fayetteville, AR—Drake Field, VOR-A,
Amdt. 17

Sifloam Springs, AR—Smith Field, VOR/
DME-A, Amdt. 3

Farmington, NM—Farmington Municipal,
VOR/DME Rwy 5, Amdt. 3, Canceled

Farmington, NM—Farmington Municipal,
VOR/DME Rwy 7, Original

Farmington, NM—Farmington Municipal,
VOR Rwy 23, Amdt. 3, Canceled

“Farmington, NM—Farmngton Municipal,

VOR Rwy 25, Amdt. 2

Madill, OK—Madill Muncipal, VOR/DME-
A, Original
* * * Effective August 10, 1978
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Dothan. AL—Dothan, VOR-A (TAC), Amdt.

Gadaden. AL-Gadsden Muni, VOR Rwy 6,
Amdt, 10

El Dorado, AR—Goodwin Field, VOR Rwy
22, Amdt. 8

El Dorado, AR—~Goodwin Field, VOR/DME
Rwy 4, Amdt. 4 -

Fayetteville, AR—--Drake Field, VOR/DME-~
B, Original

Jonesboro, AR—Jonesboro Municipal, VOR
Rwy 23, Amdt. 5

Ozark, AR—Ozark-Franklin County, VOR/
DME-A, Amdt. 1

Avalon, CA—Cataline, VOR-A, Amdt. 2

Avalon, CA—Cataline, VOR/DME-B, Orlgi-

nal

Delano, CA—Delano Muni, VOR Rwy 32,
Amdt, 2

Hilo, HI—-General Lymzan Field, VOR/DME
or TACAN-A, Amdt. 1

Kaunakakai, Molokal, HI—-Molekal, VOR-A
(TAC), Amdt. 6

Effingham, IL—Effingham County Memori-
al, VOR Rwy 1, Amdt. 2

Kokomo, IN—EKokomo Municipal, VOR
Rwy 23, Amdt. 12

Kokomo, IN—Kokomo MNunicipal, VOR
Rwy 32, Amdt. 14

Topeka, KS—Philip Billard Munl, VOR
Rwy 22, Amdt. 16

Mt. Pleasant, MI—Mt. Plcasant Muniefpal,
VOR Rwy 27, Amdt. 4

Bemidji, MN—-Bemidji Muni, VOR Rwy 13,
Amdt. 11

Bemidji, MN-—-Bemidji Munf, VOR/DME
Rwy 31 (TAC), Amdt. 7

Hibbing, MN--Chisholm-Hibbing, VOR Rwy
13 (TAC), Amdt. 9

Hibbing, MN--Chisholm-Hibbing, VOR Rwy
31(TAC), Amdt. 13

Battle Mountain, NV-—Lander County,
VOR-A, Amdt. 2

Battle Mountain, NV-—-Lander County Alr-
port, VOR/DME Rwy 3, Amdt. 3

Pendleton, OR—Pendlcton Muni, VOR Rwy
7L, Amdt. 13

Big Spring, TX--Big Spring, VOR Rwy 17L,
Original

Big Spring, TX—Blg Spring, VOR Rwy 36R,
Original

* * ¢ Pffective July 13, 1978

Beckley, WV—Raleich Ccunty M\emorial,
VOR Rwy 10, Amdt. 9
* * & Pffeclive June 8, 1978

Houghton Lake, NMI—Roscommoen County,
VOR Rwy 27, Original, Canceled

2. By amending §97.25 SDP-LOC-
LDA SIAP's identified as follows:

* & & Effeclive September 7, 1978

Fayetteville, AR—Drake Field, LOC Rwy 16,
Amdt. 6

Chicago, IL—Chicago O'Hare Internaticnal,
LOC Rwy 41, Amdt. 14

* * * Effective August 10, 1578

Hibbing, MN—Chisholm-Hibbing, LOC BC
Rwy 13, Amdt. §

Bremerton, WA—Kitsap County, LOC BC
Rwy 1, Amdt. 1

3. By amending §97.27 NDB/ADF
SIAP's identified as follows:

« ¢ ¢ Effeclive Seplember 7, 1978

. Ketchikan, .AL—EKetchikan International,

NDB/DME-A, Amdt. 3
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De¢Queen, AR—Sevier County, NDB Rwy 8.
2

Amdt.

Chicago, IL—Chicago O'Hare International,
NDB Rwy 9R, Amqdit. 11

Chticago, IL—Chicago O'Hare International,
NDB Rwy 14L, Amdt. 20

Chicago. IL—Chicago O'Hare International,
NDB Rwy 14R, Amdt, 18

Chifcago, IL—Chicago O'Hare International,
NDB Rwy 27R, Amdt. 17

Carrizo Sprinzs, TE—~Dimmit County, NDB
Rwy 20, erginal

Edna, TX—Jackson County, NDB-A, Orig.

* ¢ * Effective August 10, 1978

(.‘xasl.:?'ien‘.3 AL—Gadzden Muni, NDB Rwy 6,

Amdt.

Little Rock, AR-—-Adams Field, NDB Rwy
22, Amdt. 2

Harricburg, IL—-Harrisburg-Raleigh, NDB
Rwy 24, Amdt 4

Jonesboro, LA-—-Joneskhoro, NDB Rwy 33,

Originnl

Pendleton, OR-Pendleton Muni, NDB-A.
Amdt. 3

Bay City, TX—Bay City Municipal, NDB
Rwy 13, Original

Uvalde, TX—Garner Field, NDB Rwy 33,
Original

Uvalde, TX—Gamer Ficld, NDB Rwy 33.
Amdt. 1, canceled

Bremerton, WA--Eitsap County, NDB Ruwy
1, Amdt. 9

¢ * »pffcotive July 13, 1978

Roczy Mount, NC—Recky Mount-Wilson,
DB Rwy 4, Amdt. 3

4. By amending §97.29 ILS-MIS
SIAP’s identified as follows:

* * ¢ Effective Oclober 5, 1378

Los Angeles, CA—Los Angeles Intl,
Rwy 6L, Amdt. 1

Los Angeles, CA—Los Angeles Int’l
Rwy 6R, Amdt. 7

Los Angeles, CA—Loz Angeles Intl,
Rwy 7L, Amdt. 14

Los Angeles, CA—Los Angeles Intd,
Rwy 24L, Amdt. 12

Los Angeles, CA--Los Angeles
Rwy 24R, Amdt. 13

Los Angeles, CA—Los Angeles
R®¥ 25L, Amdt. 13

1os Angeles, CA—Los Angeles Intl,
Ruwy 25R, Amdt. 13 ;

s * * Pffective September 7, 1978

Chleago, IL—Chlzago O'Bare International,
ILS Rwy 4R, Amdt. 3

Chicago, IL—Chicago O'Hare International,
ILS Rwy 5L, Amdt. 3

Chicago, IL—Chicago O'Hare International,
ILS Rwy 9R, Amdt. 9

Chicazo, IL—Chlcago O'Hare International,
ILS Rwy 14L, Amdt. 25

Chlcago, IL—Chicago O'Hare International,
ILS Rwy 4R, Amdt. 24

Chicago, IL—Chicago O'Hare International,
ILS Rwy 22L, Amdt. 2

Chlicage, II—~Chaicago O'Hare International,
ILS Rwy 22R, Amdt. &

Chicago, IL—Chicago O'Bare International,
ILS Rwy 27L, Amdt. 8

Chicago, IL.—Chlicago O'Hare International,
ILS Rwy 27R, Amdt, 19

* * ¢ Effective August 10, 1978

Little Rock, AR—Adams Field, ILS Rwy 22,
Amdt. &

Int1.
Inth,
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Pendleton, OR—Pendleton Muni, ILS Rwy
25R, Amdt, 18

Chattanooga, TN—Lovell Field, ILS Rwy 20,
Amdt, 28

Bremerton, WA—Kitsap County, ILS Rwy
19, Amdt. 5

* * * Erfective July 13, 1978

Rocky Mount, NC—Rocky Mount-Wilson,
ILS Rwy 4, Amdt. 8

Beckley, WV—Raleigh County Memorial,
ILS Rwy 10, Amdt. 1, Canceled

Beckley, WV—Raleigh . County Memorial,
ILS Rwy 19, Original

* * * Pffective June 15, 1978

Cincinnati, OH—Cincinnati  Municipal
Lunken Field, ILS Rwy. 20L, Amdt. 9

§. By amending § 97.33 RNAV SIAP’s
identified as follows:

* * * Effective September 7, 1978
Emporia, KS—Emporia "Municipal, RNAV

Rwy 18, Amdt. 3

s  * Bffective August 10, 1978

Gadsden, AL—Gadsden Municipal, RNAV

Rwy 24, Original

Tucson, AZ—Tucson Int’l, RNAV Rwy 11L,
Original

Tucson, AZ-—Tucson International, RNAV
Rwy 29R, Original

Bay St. Louis, MS—Stennis International,
RNAV Rwy 11, Original

Mount Veron, OH—Knox ,County, RNAV
Rwy 28, Original .

Bremerton, WA—Kitsap County,
Rwy 1, Amdt. 3

RNAV

* * * Effective June 15, 1978

Madison, GA—Madison Muni, RNAV Rwy
14, Amdt. 1

(Secs. 307, 313(a), 601, and 1110, Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. §§1348,
1345(a), 1421, and 1510); Sec. 6(c), Depart-
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C.
1665(¢)); Delegation: 25 FR 6489 and Para-
graph 802 of Order F'S P 1100.1, as amended
March 9, 1973.)

NotE.~The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this document
does not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an Economic Impact State-
ment under Executive Order 11821, as
amended by Executive Order 11949, and
OMB Circular A-107.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on June
23, 1978. ,

JAMES M. ViINES,
Chief,
A'chraft Programs Division.

Norte.~—The incorporation by reference in
the preceding document was approved by
the Director of the anmx. REGISTER on
May 12, 1969.

[FR Doc. 78-18048 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]
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[4910-13]
{Docket No. 12762; SFAR No. 30-2]

PART 121—CERTIFICATION AND OP-
ERATIONS: DOMESTIC, FLAG, AND
SUPPLEMENTAL AIR CARRIERS
AND COMMERCIAL OPERATORS
OF LARGE AIRCRAFT

PART 123—CERTIFICATION AND or-
ERATIONS: AIR TRAVEL CLUBS
USING LARGE AIRPLANES

PART 135—AIR TAXI OPERATORS
AND COMMERCIAL OPERATORS
OF SMALL AIRCRAFT

Specml Federal Aviation Reguluhon
No. 30; Ground Proximity Warning
System

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT,

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment extends
the expiration date of a special regula-
tion which allows certain airplanes to
be operated without a ground proxim-
ity warning system or a ground prox-
jimity warning-glide slope deviation
system. The extension will avoid the
imposition of an undue financial
burden on airplane operators pending
a determination of whether the equip-
ment requirements should be revised.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Donald A. Schroeder (AFS-901),
Safety Regulations Division, Flight
Standards Service, Federal Aviation
Administration,
Avenue SW., Washington,
20591, telephone 202-755-8715.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION:
SFAR No. 30 provides that airplanes
having a maximum passenger capacity
of 30 seats or less, a maximum payload
capacity of 7,500 pounds or less, and a
maximum zero fuel weight of 35,000
pounds or less may be operated under
Parts 121, 123, and 135 of the Federal
Aviation regulations without a ground,
proximity warning system or a ground
proximity warning-glide slope devi-
ation system. SFAR No. 30 was adopt-
ed to provide this relief on an interim
basis pending the determination of
whether or not new standards should
be developed for operations conducted
with these airplanes. The expiration
date of SFAR No. 30, as amended by
SFAR No. 30-1 (41 FR 53319; Decem-
ber 6, 1976), is June 30, 1978.

The FAA announced a regulatory
review program, public notice of which
was given in Notice 76-18, published in
the FepErAL REGISTER on September
13,.1976 (41 FR.38778), which involved
a comprehensive review and upgrading

D.C.

800 Independence -

of Part 135, including requirements
applicable to ‘“‘commuter air c¢arrier”
operations.

This program includes consideration
of new standards and rules, including
equipment requirements for the
ground proximity warning system or
ground proximity warning-glide slope
deviation system, for certain aircraft
operated by air taxi operators certifi-
cated by the FAA, including aircraft
described in SFAR 30. A notice of pro-
posed rulemaking (Notice 77-17) was
published in the Feperal REGISTER on
August 29, 1977 (42 FR 43490), as part
of the Part 135—Regulatory Review
Program. This program will not be
concluded by the June 30, 1978, termi-
nation date of SFFAR No. 30.

If SFAR No. 30 were to expire prior
to the completion of the rulemaking
action generated by the Part 136—
Regulatory Review Program, an undue
financial burden could be placed on
certain operators of airplanes meeting
the criteria specified in SFAR No, 30
because they would be required to pur-
chase and install equipment which
might not be required when the Part
135—Regulatory Review Program is
completed. Thus, the FAA believes
that it is not in the public interest to
require the installation of a ground
proximity warning system or a ground
proximity warning-glide slope devi«
ation system in the airplanes described
in SFAR No. 30 pending a determina-
tion of whether or not new standards
should be developed.

The extension of SFAR No. 30 to

. June 30, 1979, should provide the FAA

sufficient time to determine what reg-
ulatory changes are necessary.

DRAFTING INFORMATION

The principal authors of this docu.
ment are Donald A. Schroeder, Flight
Standards Service, and Richard C.
Beitel, Office of the Chief Counsel.

. ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Since this amendment contines in
effect the provisions of a currently ef-
fective special Federal Aviation regula.
tion and imposes no additional burden
on any person, I find that notice and
public procedure are unnecessary and
that good cause exists for making this
zdunendment effective in less than 30

ays.

Accordingly, special Federal Avi-

ation regulation No. 30, as amended by

SFAR No. 30-1, is amended, effective
June 30, 1978, by deleting the words
“June 30, 1978,” and inserting in their
place the words “June 30, 1979.”

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 604 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1424), and sec. 6¢c¢) of the Depart.
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C.
1655(c)).)

Note~The Federal Aviation Administra.
tion has determined that this document s
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not significant in accordance with the crite-
ria required by Executive Order 12044 and
set forth in interim Department of Trans-
portation guidelines.
- Issued in Washington, D.C., on June
22, 1978.
QUENTIN S. TAYLOR,
Acting Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-17925 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13]

[Docket Nos. 16388 and 16389; SFAR No.
33-2]1

PART 121—CERTIFICATION AND OP-
ERATIONS: DOMESTIC, FLAG, AND
SUPPLEMENTAL AIR CARRIERS
AND COMMERCIAL OPERATORS
OF LARGE AIRCRAFT

PART 135—AIR TAXI OPERATCRS
AND COMMERCIAL OPERATORS
OF SMALL AIRCRAFT

Special Federal Aviation Regulation
No. 33; Flight Data Recorders and
Cockpit Voice Recorders

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment extends
the expiration date of a special regula-
tion which allows certain airplanes to
be operated without a flight data re-
corder or a cockpit voice recorder. The
extension will avoid the imposition of
an undue financial burden on airplane
operators pending a determination of
whether the equipment requirements
should be revised.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Donald A. Schroeder (AFS-901),
Safety Regulations Division, Flight
Standards Service, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
-Avenue SW., Washington, D.C.
20591, telephone 202-755-8715.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION:
SFAR No. 33 allows certain airplanes,
type certificated as large airplanes,
having a maximum passenger capacity
of 30 seats or less, a maximum payload
capacity of 7,500 pounds or less, and a
maximum zero fuel weight of 35,000
pounds or less, to be operated under
parts 121 and 135 of the Federal Avi-
ation regulations without complying
with the requirements for a flight re-
. corder or a cockpit.voice recorder,
- SFAR No. 33 was adopted to provide
this relief on an interim basis pending
the determination of whether or not
new standards should be developed for
operations conducted with these air-
planes. The expiration date of SFAR

RULES AND REGULATIONS

No. 33, as amended by SFAR, No. 33-1
(42 FR 42194; August 22, 1977) is June
30, 1978.

The FAA announced a regulatory
review program, public notice of which
was given in Notice 76-18, published in
the FeEperaL REGISTER on September
13, 1976 (41 FR 38778), which involved
a comprehensive review and upgrading
of Part 135, including requirements
applicable to “commuter air carrler"
operations.

This program includes consideration
of new standards and rules, including
equipment requirements for the flight
data recorder and cockpit voice record-
er for certain aircraft operated by air
taxi operators certificated by the FAA,
including airceraft described in SFAR
No. 33. A notice of proposed rulemak-
ing (Notice 77-17) was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER on August 29, 1977
(42 FR 43490), as part of the Part

- 135—Regulatory Review Program.

This program will not be concluded by
the June 30, 1978, termination date of
SFAR No. 33.

If SFAR No. 33 were to expire prior
to the completion of the rulemaking
action generated by the Part 135—
Regulatory Review Program, an undue
financial burden could be placed on
certain operators of airplanes meeting
the criteria specified in SFAR No. 33
because they would be required to pur-
chase and install equipment which
might not be required when the Part
135—Repulatory Review Program Is
completed. Thus the FAA believes
that it is not in the public interest to
require the installation of a flight data
recorder or a cockpit voice recorder in
airplanes described in SFAR No. 33
pendingia determination of whether or
not new standards should be devel-
oped.

The extension of SFAR No. 33 to
June 30, 1979, should provide the FAA
sufficlent time to determine what reg-
ulatory changes are necessary.

DRAFTING INFORMATION

The principal authors of this docu-
ment are Donald A. Schroeder, Flight
Standards Service, and Richard C.
Beitel, Office of the Chief Counsel.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Since this amendment continues in
effect the provisions of a currently ef-
fective special Federal Aviation Regu-
lation and imposes no additional
burden on any person, I find that
notice and public procedure are unnec-
essary and that good cause exists for
making this amendment effective in
less than 30 days.

Accordingly, special Federal Avi-
ation Regulation No. 33, is amended,
effective June 30, 1978, by deleting the
words “June 30, 1978,” and inserting in
their place the words “June 30, 1979."

(Sec. 313(), 601, and 604 of the Federal Avi-
ation Act of 1958 (498 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421,
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and 1424), and sec. 6¢¢) of the Department
of Transportation Act (43 U.S.C. 1655(ch.)

Nore—The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this document is
not significant in cecordance with the crite-
ria required by Executive Order 12044 and
set forth in interim Department of Trans-
portation guidelines.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June
22, 1978,

QUENTIX S. TAYLOR,
Acting Administrator.
{FR Dac. 72-17924 Filed 6-28-178; 8145 am]l

[4910-13]
{Dacket Wo. 14621; Amdt. No. 137-8]

PART 137—AGRICULTURAL
AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS

Special YFR Night Operations

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment allows
agricultural aircraft operators to con-
duct special VFR night operations
without complying with certain instru-
ment flight requirements. The FAA
considers the current instrument
flight requirements for special VFR
night operations to be unnecessary
and impractical for agricultural flights
and belleves it would be in the public
interest if these requirements were
eliminated.

DATE: Effective date: July 28, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Raymond E. Ramakis, Regulatory
Projects Branch, Safety Regulations
Division, Flight Standards Service,
Federal Aviation Administration, 800
Independence Avenue SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20591; telephone 202-
755-8716.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
In Notice No. 77-28 (42 FR 62400, De-
cember 12, 1977), the FAA proposed to
eliminate the instrument flight re-
quirements of § 91.107(e) of the Feder-
al Aviation Regulations (FARS) for ag-
ricultural aircraft operators conduct-
ing special VFR night operations in
control zones.

Section 91.107(e) specifies that no
person may operate an aircraft (other
than a helicopter) in a control zone
under appropriate special VFR weath-
er minimums, between sunset and sun-
rise, unless that person meets the ap-
plicable requirements for instrument
flight under part 61 of the FPARs and
the aircraft is equipped as required by
§91.33¢(d).

Notice No. 77-28 was proposed in re-
sponse to a petition for rulemaking by
the California Agricultural Aircraft
Association, Inc., and because the
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agency believed that compliance with
the requirements of § 91.107(e) was not
necessary for the safety of special
VFR night operations conducted by
part 137 certificate holders.

In addition, certificates of waiver
Irom the provisions of § 91.107(e) have
been granted in the past to many agri-
cultural aircraft operators who re-
quested them. While the waiver proc-
ess served to relieve certain operators
from the reqguirements of §91.107¢e),
this procedure requires individual de-

. terminations and involves considerable
FPAA and industry resources. Accord-
ingly, this amendment will provide
relief from the provisions of § 91.107(e)
without the necessity of granting indi-
vidual certificates of waiver in appro-
priate circumstances. - -

Ten comments were received in re-
sponse to notice No. 77-28 and all fa-
vored adoption of the proposal. In gen-
eral, the commenters praised the FAA

for proposing to eliminate an unneces- .

sary regulatory requirement which did
not affect the safety of agricultural
alreraft operations. One commenter
stated that adoption of the proposal
would hold down the cost of providing
. night agricultural services to farmers.
Another commenter supported, the
proposal because it encouraged night
operations. This, in turn, would pro-
tect bees (who return to the hive at
night) and thereby benefit a large seg-
ment of the agricultural industry
which relies on bees for pollination.
For the reasons set forth herein and
in notice No. 77-28, and in light of the
unanimous support for the proposal
expressed by the commenters, the
agency believes that agricultural air-
craft operators should not be required
to comply with the instrument flight
requirements of §91.107(e) when con-
ducting special VFR night operations
in control zones.

DRAFTING INFORMATION

The principal authors of this docu-
ment are E. A. Ritter, Flight Stand-
ards Service and Marshall S. Filler,
Office of the Chief Counsel. .

‘THE AnmNnm:N'r

In consideration of the foregoing,
part 137 of the Federal Aviation Regu-
lations (14 CFR Part 137) is hereby
amended, effective July 28, 1978, by
adding a new paragraph (c¢) to § 137.43
to read as follows:

§ 13743 Airport traffic areas and control
zones,

-

* * ] * *

(c) Notwithstanding §91.107(e) of
this chapter, an aircraft may be oper-
ated in a control zone under special
VFR weather minimums without
meeting the requirements prescribed
therein.
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(Secs. 307(c), 313(a), and 601 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(c),
1354¢a), and 1421) and section 6(¢c) of the
Department of Transportation Act (49
T.S.C. 1655(e).)

Nore.—~The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion -has determired that this document
-does not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an economic impact state-
ment under Executive Order 11821, as
amended by Executive Order 11949, and
OMB Circular A~107.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June
19, 1978."
= . QUENTIN S. TAYLOR,
Acting Administrator.
[FR Doc. 78-17886 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6750-01]
Til!e 16—Commercial Practices.

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 90381

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC-
TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORREC-
TIVE ACTIONS

Verrazzano Tradir;g ‘Corp., et al.
AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Order to cease.and desist.

SUMMARY: This order,"among other
things, requires a New York City im-
porter and distributor of wool and tex-
tile fiber products, and four affiliated
companies, to cease misrepresenting or
failing to properly disclose the fiber
content of wool and textile fiber prod-
ucts, and the residual shrinkage of
such products. Additionally, the firms
must file bond with the Secretary of
the Treasury before participating in
the importation of wool and textile
fiber fabrics; and provide purchasers
of mislabeled merchandise with a copy
of the order. -

DATES: Complaint issued June 24,
1975. Final Order issued May 15, 1978.*

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

John P. Dugan, Acting Director,
New York Regional Office, 2243-EB
Federal Building, 26 Federal Plaza,
New York, NS; 10007, 212-264-1207.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
In the matter of Verrazzano Trading
Corp., a corporation, and Francesco
Datini Inc., a corporation, and Lanifi-
cio Tuscania Inc., a corporation, and
Lima Textiles Inc., a corporation, and
Hudson Textile Corp., a corporation,
and Walter Banci, individually and as
agent for said corporations and as offi-

1Copies of the Complaint, Initial Decision,
Opinion, and Final Order filed with the
-.original document.

«

cer of Lanificio Tuscania Inc., and
Lima Textiles Inc.,, and as a patiner
trading and doing business as Lanificio
Walter Banci, s.a.s.

The prohibited trade practices and/
or corrective actions, as codified under
16 CFR Part 13, are as follows:

Subpart—Advertising Falsely or Mis-
leadingly: §13.30 Composition of
goods; 13.30-75 Textile Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act; 13.30-100
‘Wool Products Labeling Act; §13.45
Content; §13.73 Formal regulatory
and statutory requirements; 13.73-70
Wool Products Labeling Act; 13.73-90
Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act; §13.135 Nature of product or
service; §13.205 Scientific or other
relevant facts. Subpart—Corrective
Actions and/or Requirements: § 13.5633
Corrective actions and/or require-
ments; 13.533-20 Disclosures. Sub-
part—Importing, Manufacturing, Sell-
ing, or Transporting Merchandise:
§13.1060 Importing, manufacturing,
selling, or transporting merchandise;
§13.1061 Formal regulatory and/or
statutory requirements. Subpart—In-
voicing Products Falsely: § 13.1108 1In-
voicing products falsely; 13.1108-80
Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act; 13.1108-90 Wool Products Label-
ing Act. Subpart—Misbranding or Mis-
labeling: §13.1170 Advertising and
promotion; §13.1185 Composition;
13.1185-80 Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act; 13.1185-90 Wool
Products Labeling Act; §13.1200 Con-
tent; §13.1212 Formal regulatory and
statutory requirements; 13.1212-80
Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act; 13.1212-90 Wool Products Label-
ing Act; §13.1260 Nature; §13.1320
Scientific or other relevant facts, Sub.
part—Misrepresenting Oneself and
Goods—Goods: §13.1590 Composi-
tion; 13.1590-70 Textile Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act; 13.1590-90
Wool Products Labeling Act; §13.1605
Content; §13.1623 Formal regulatory
and statutory requirements; 13.1623-
80 Textile Fiber Products Identifica-

‘tion Act; 13.1623-90 Wool Products

Labeling Act; §13.1685 Nature;
§13.1740 Scientific or other relevant
facts. Subpart—Neglecting, Unfairly
or Deceptively, To Make Material Dig.
closure: §13.1845 Composition;
13.1845-70 Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act; 13.1845-80 Wool
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1850 Con-
tent; § 13.1852 Formal regulatory and
statutory requirements; 13.1852-70
Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act; 13.1853-80 Wool Products Label-
ing Act; §13.1870 Nature; §13.1895
Scientific or other relevant facts.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721 (15 U.8.C. 46). Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, s amended; 72
Stat. 1717; secs. 2-5, 54 Stat. 1128-1130 (15
U.S.C. 45, 70, 68).)

The final order to cease and desist,
including further order requiring
report of compliance therewith, is as
follows:



FmnarL ORDER

This matter has been heard by the
Commission upon the cross-appeals of
complaint counsel and respondents’
counsel. from the initial decision and
upon briefs and oral argument in sup-
port and in opposition to each appeal.
The Commission, for the reasons
stated in the accompanying Opinion,
has granted the appeal of complaint
counsel and denied the appeal of re-
spondents’ counsel. Therefore,

It is ordered, That the initial deci-
sion of the administrative law judge be
adopted as the Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law of the Commis-
sion, except for page 31, paragraph
headed “Understatements of Fiber
Content”; page 35, line 7, sentence be-
ginning “Still * * *” through line 29,
sentence ending with ‘“violation”; page
47, first full paragraph onward.

Other Findings of Fact and Conclu-
sions of Law of the Commission are
contained in the accompanying Opin-
ion.

It is further ordered, That the fol-
lowing Order to cease and desist be en-
tered:

ORDER

It is ordered, That respondents Ver-
razzano Trading Corp., a2 corporation,
Francesco Datini Inc., a corporation,
Lanificio Tuscania Inc., a corporation,
Lima Textiles Inc., a corporation, and
Hudson Textile Corp., a corporation,
their successors and assigns and their
officers, and Walter Banci, individual-
1y and as agent for said corporations,
and as an officer of Lanificio Tuscania
Inc. and Lima Textiles, Inc., and as a
partner trading-and doing business as
Lanificio Walter Banci s.a.s., and re-
spondents’ representatives, agents,
and employees, directly or through
any corporation, subsidiary, division,
or any other device, in connection
with the introduction, sale, advertis-
ing, or offering for sale in commerce,
or the transportation or causing to be
transported in commerce, or the im-

- portation into the United Stites of
any textile fiber product; or in connec-
tion with the sale, offering for sale,
advertising, delivery, transportation,
or causing to be transported, of any
textile fiber product which has been
advertised or offered for sale in com-
merce; or in connection with the sale,
offering for sale, advertising, delivery,
transportation, or causing to be trans-
ported, after shipment in commerce of
any textile fiber product, as the terms
“commerce” and “textile fiber prod-
uct” are defined in the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act, do forth-
with cease and desist from misbrand-
ing such textile fiber products by:

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping,
tagging, labeling, invoicing, advertis-
ing, or otherwise identifying such
products as to the name or amount of
constituent fibers contained therein.
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2. Failing to affix a stamp, tag, label,
or other means of identification to
each such textile fiber product show-
ing in a clear, lepible, and conspicuous
manner each element of information
required to be disclosed by section 4(b)
of the Textile Fiber Products Identifi-
cation Act.

It is furlther ordered, That respon-
dents Verrazzano Trading Corp., 2 cor-
poration, Francesco Datini Inc,, a cor-
poration, Lanificio Tuscania Inec., 2
corporation, Lima Textiles Inc., a cor-
poration, and Hudson Textile Corp., a
corporation, their successors and as-
siens and thelr officers, and Walter
Banci, individually and as an agent for
said corporations and as an officer of
Lanificio Tuscania Inc. and Lima Tex-
tiles Inc., and as a partner trading and
doing business as ZXLanificlo Walter
Banci s.a.s., and respondents’ represen-
tatives, agents, and employees, directly
or through any corporation, subsldi-
ary, division, or other device, do forth-

with cease and desist from importing

or participating in the importation of,
any textile fiber product into the
United States except upon {filing bond
with the Secretary of the Treasury in
a sum double the value of said prod-
ucts and any duty thereon, condition-
ed upon compliance with the provi-
sions of the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act.

It is further ordered, That respon-
dents Verrazzano Trading Corp., a cor-
poration, Francesco Datini Inc., a cor-
poration, Lanificio Tuscania Inc., &
corporation, Lima Textiles Inc., a cor-
poration, and Hudson Textile Corp., a
corporation, their successors and as-
signs and their officers, and Walter
Banci, individually and as agent for
said corporation and as officer of Lani-
ficio Tuscania Inc. and Lima Textiles
Inc., and as a partner trading and
doing business as Lanificlo Walter
Banci s.a.s., and respondents’ represen-
tatives, agents, and employees, directly
or through any corporation, subsidi-
ary, division, or other device, in con-
nection with the introduction into
commerce, or the offering for sale,
transportation, distribution, delivery
for shipment or shipment in commerce
of wool products, as *commerce” and
“wool product” are defined in the
Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939,
do forthwith cease and desist from
misbranding such products by:

1. Falsely and deceptively stamping,
tagging, labeling, or otherwise identi-
iying such products as to the charoc-
ter or amount of the constituent {ibers
contained therein.

2. Falling to securely affix to or
place on each such product a stamp,
tag, label, or other means of identifica-
tion showing in a clear and conspicu-
ous manner each element of informa-
tion required to be disclosed by section

- 4(a)(2) of the Wool Products Labeling

Act of 1939.
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It is further ordered, That respon-
dents Verrazzano Trading Corp., a cor-
poration, Francesco Datini Inc., a cor-
poration, Lanificilo Tuscania Inc., a
corporation, Lima Textiles Inc., a cor-
poration, and Hudson Textile Corp., 2
corporation, their successors and as-
signs and their officers, and Walter
Banci, individually and as agent for
sald corporations and as an officer of
Lanificio Tuscania Inc. and Lima Tex-
tiles Inc., and as a partner trading and
doing business as Lanificio Walter
Banci s.a.5., and respondents’ represen-
tatives, agents, and employees, directly
or through any corporation, subsidi-
ary, division, or other device, do forth-
with cease and desist from importing
or participating in the importation of
wool products into the United States
except upon filing bond with the Sec-
retary of the Treasury in a sum double
the value of said wool products and
any duty thereon, conditioned upon
compliance with the provisions of the
Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939.

It is further ordered, That respon-
dents Verrazzano Trading Corp., a cor-
poration, Francesco Datini Inc., a cor-
poration, Lanificio Tuscania Inc., a
corporation, Lima Textiles Inc., a cor-
poration, and Hudson Textile Corp., 2
corporation, their successors and as-
siens and their officers, and Walter
Banci, individually and as agent for
said corporations and as officer of
Lanificio Tuscania Inc. and Lima Tex-
tiles Inc., and as a partner trading and
doing business as Lanificio Walter
Bancl s.a.s., and respondents’ represen-
tatives, agents, and employees, directly
or through any corporate or other
device, in connection with the import--
ing, advertising, offering for sale, sale
or distribution of wool and/or textile
products, in or affecting commerce, as
“commerce” is defined in the Federal
Trade Commission Act, do forthwith
cease and desist from misrepresenting
the character and amount of constitu-
ent fibers contained in such products
and the shrinkage factor of such prod-
ucts on contracts, invoices, shipping
memoranda, or labels applicable there-
to, or in any other manner.

It is further ordered, That re*pon'
dents deliver a copy of this order by
registered mail to each of their cus-
tomers that purchased qualities Sioux,
Manito, Totem, Marnie, Gretel, Isabel,
Veruska, Spluga, Eva, Navajo, Ellen,
Ingrid, or Myla durinT the pericd Jan-
uary 1, 1973 to June 24, 1975.

It i3 further ordered, That the indi-
vidual respondent named herein
promptly notify the Commission of
the dizcontinuance of his present busi-
ness or employment and his affiliation
with a new busineszs or employment.
Such notice shall include said respon-
dent’s current business address and a
statement as to the nature of the busi-
ness or employment in which he is en-
faged, as well as a description of his
duties and responsibilities.
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" It is further ordered, That the corpo-
rate respondents shall forthwith dis-
tribute a copy of this order to-each of
their operating divisions and/or sub-
sidiaries,

It is further ordered, That the corpo-
rate respondents notify the Commis-
sion at least thirty (30) days prior to
any proposed change in said respon-
dents such as dissolution, assignment,
or sale resulting in the emergence of a
successor corporation, the creation or
dissolution of subsidiaries or any other
change in the corporations which may

affect compliance obligations arising °

out of the order.

Il is further ordered, That respon-
dents herein shall within sixty (60)
days after service upon-them of this
order, file with the Commission a
report, in writing, setting forth in
detail the manner and form in which
they have complied with this order.

By direction of the Commission.

‘CarROL M. THOMAS.
Secretary.

" [FR Doc. 78-18150 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am1]

[4210-01]

Title 24—Housing and Urban
Development

CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE
ADMINISTRATION

SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD
INSURANCE PROGRAM

[Docket No. FI-40401

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND
JUDICIAL REVIEW

r———

Final Flood Elevation Determination
for the Town of El Mirage, Mari-
copa County, Ariz.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Final base (100-year)

flood elevations are listed below for se- .

lected locations in the town of El
Mirage, Maricopa County, Ariz. These
base (100-year) flood elevations are
the basis for the flood plain manage-
ment measures that the community is
required to either adopt or show evi-

dence of being already in effect in -

order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).
EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issu-
ance of the Flood Insurance Rate Map
{FIRM), showing base (100-year) flood
elevations, for the town of El Mirage,
Maricopa County, Ariz

ADDRESSES: Maps and other infor-
mation showing the detailed outlines
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of the flood-prone areas and the final
elevations for the town of El Mirage,
Maricopa County, Ariz., are available
for review at the Department of
Public Works, P.O. Box 26, 12206

--Wells Street, El Mirage, Ariz.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office. of Flood Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventhr Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-
755-5581,—or toll-free line 800-424-
8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Federal Insurance Administrator
gives notice of the final determina-
tions of flood elevations for the town
of El Mirage, Maricopa County, Ariz,
This final rule is issued in accord-
ance with section 110 of the Flood Dis-
aster Protection Act-of 1973 (Pub. L.
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec-
tion 1363 to fhe National Flood Insur-
ance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C.
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a)). An
opportunity for the community or in-

. dividuals to appeal this determination

to or through the community for a
period ‘of ninety (90) days has ‘been
provided. No appeals of the proposed
base flood elevations were received
from the community or from individ-
uals within the community.

The Administrator has developed
criteria for flood plain management in
flood-prone areas in accordance with
24 CFR Part 1910.

The final base (100-year) flood eleva-
tions for selected locations are:

-

Elevation
in feet,
Source of flooding Location national
geodetic
vertical
datum
Agua Fria River.... Cactus Rd. extenslon...... 1,111
Grand Ave......... 1,126
Greenway Rd.... . 1,138
Lizard Acres Wash Confluence wit, 1,141
Fria River.
Corporate imits .ccecseecees 1,156
Lower El Mirage €actus Rdeeiecnsene oeee 1,115
Wash. .
Lower El Mirage Confluence with Lower 1,117
‘Wash tributary. _ElMirage Wash.
% mi upstream of 1,129
confluehce with Lower
) El Mirage Wash.
AT.&%SF.RR. Downstream corporate 1,130
channel, limits.
Palm St. (extended)........ 1,139
: ElMirage Rd. 1,145
«extended).
Upstream corporate 1,161
limits.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XTI of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: June 6, 1978,

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administralor.

[FR Doc. 78-17754 Filed 6-28-18; 8:45 am}

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-40456]

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATIONS
AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation Detorminations
for the City of Isleton, Sacramento
County, Calif.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis.
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Final base (100-year)
flood elevations are listed below for se-
lected locations in the city of Isleton,
Sacramento County, Calif. These base
(100-year) flood elevations are the
basis for the flood plain management
measures that the community is re-
quired to either adopt or show evi-
dence of being already in effect in
order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program. (NFIP).

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issu-
ance of the Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM), showing base (100-year) flood
elevations, for the city of Isleton,
Calif.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other infor-
mation showing the detailed outlines
of the flood-prone areas and the final

- elevations for the city of Isleton, are

available for review at City Hall, 100
Second Street, Isleton, Calif,

FOR FURTHER 'INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202~
755-5581, or toll-free line 800-424-
8872, .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Federal Insurance Administrator
gives notice of the final determina-
tions of flood elevations for the city of
Isleton, Calif.

This final rule is issued in accord-
ance with section 110 of the Flood Dis-
aster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L.
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added szc-
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur-
ance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C.
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(2)). An
opportunity for the community or in-
dividuals to appeal this determination
to or through the community for a
period of ninety (90) days has been
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provided. No appeals of the proposed
base flood elevations were received
from the community or from individ-
uals within the community.

The Administrator has developed
criteria for flood plain management in
flood-prone areas in accordance with
24 CFR Part 1910.

The final base (100-year) flood eleva-
tions for selected locations are:

Elevation
in feet,
Source of flooding Location national
geodetic
vertical
datum
San Joaquin River Georgiana DI ... 6
Southern Pacific RR ...... 6
Main Stuuiccesseessrionensens . 6

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XITI of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: June 6, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Adminisirator.

[FR Doc. 78-17755 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-31761

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATIONS
AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation Determinations
for the City of Milford, New Haven
County, Conn.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule. .
SUMMARY: Final base (100-year)
flood elevations are listed below for se-
lected locations in the city of Milford,
New Haven County, Conn. These base
(100-year) flood elevations are the
basis for the flood plain management
measures that the community is re-
quired to either adopt or show evi-
dence of being already in effect in
order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issu-
ance of the Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM), showing base (100-year) flood
elevations, for the city of Milford,
Conn.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other infor-
mation showing the detailed outlines
of the flood-prone areas and the final
elevations for the city of Milford, are
available for review at City Hall, River
Street, Milford, Conn.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-
gggéssal or toll-free line 800-424-

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Federal Insurance Administrator
gives notice of the final determina-
tions of flood elevations for the city of
Milford, Conn.

This final rule Is issued in accord-
ance with section 110 of the Fiood Dis-
aster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L.
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec-
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur-
ance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C.
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a)). An
opportunity for the community or in-
dividuals to appeal this determination
to or through the community for a
period of ninety (90) days has been
provided. No appeals of the propeszed
base flood elevations were received
from the community or from individ-
uals within the community.

The Administrator has developed
critéria for flood plain management in
flood-prone areas in accordance with
24 CFR Part 1910.

The final base (100-year) {lood cleva-
tions for selected locations are:

Elcvation
in fect,
natisnal
geadetie
vertleal
datum

Source of flcoding Locatlon

Housatonle River.. Merritt Parkaay
Connecticut TWHpike w.. 11
Indian River...o... Indian Loke Dam®. ..., 49
Indian Loke Dam*e ..., 35
Roze Mill Pond Dam®..... i
Roce Mll Fond Dam** .. 3
Clark 2ill Dam®
Clark Mill Dam®*®.
‘Wepawsug River.. Fiax Mill Rd.®

Flax Bll Rd.*

Connecticut Turnpike 43
(I-95).°.

Connceticut Tumpke 42
(1-93).°%.

U.S.1-A 33

Ncw Haven Avenue 33

am.®.

New Haven Avenue 13

Dam.**.
Long Island Sound Intcrcection of Grant 1n
Ave, and Broadway
x Ave.

Intercection of 1

_ Naugatuck Ave,and

" Broadway Ave.

Intersection of 1
Nettleton Ave. and
East Breadway Ave.

Intercection of Surf 11
Ave. and Eost
Broadway Ave.

Intercection of 11
Scabreeze Ave. and
Edgeficld Ave,

*Upstream,
**Downstream.

(National Fleod Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
X111 of Housing and Urban Development

28181

Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1568), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: June 6, 1978.

GLORIA M. J.
Federal Insurance Administralor.

[FR Deoc. 78-17756 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-34863

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATIONS
AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation Deferminations
for The City of Loke Worth, Palm
Beach County, Fla.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HOD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Finzal hbase (100-year)
flood elevations are listed below for se-
lected loeations in the city of Lake
Worth, Palm Beach County, Fla.
These base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain man-
agement measures that the compuni-
ty is required to either adopt or show
evidence of being already in effect in
order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issu-
ance of the Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRNI), showing base (100-year) flood
elevations, for the city of Lake Worth,
Fla.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other infor-
mation showing the detailed outlines
of the flood-prone areas and the final
elevations for the city of Lake Worth,
are available for review at City Hall, 7
North Dixie, Lake Worth, Fla.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202~
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-
8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Federal Insurance Administrator
rives notice of his final determinations
of flood elevations for the city of Lake
Worth, Fla.

This final rule is issued in accord-
ance with section 110 of the Flood Dis-
aster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L.
93-234), 8T Stat. 980, which added sec-
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur-
ance Act of 1968 (Title XIIT of the
Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C.
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4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(2)). An
opportunity for the community or in-
dividuals to appeal this determination
to or through the community for a
period of ninety (90) days has been
provided. No appeals of the proposed
base flood elevations were received
from the community or from individ-
uals within the community.

The Administrator has developed
criteria for flood plain management in
flood-prone areas in accordance with
24 CFR Part 1910.

The final base (100-year) flood eleva-
tions for selected locations are:

Elevation,
in feet,
national
geodetic
_ vertical

datum

Source of flooding Location

Atlantic Ocean..... Shoreline from | 7
northern corporate
limit to southern-
corporate limit.
East end of north 16th
Ave.
East end of south 12th 7
Ave. )
Ralnfallucsriss Lake Osborne Dr. west 11
side.*.
‘West end of 22d Ave.*..... 11
. West end of 17th Ave.*... 11

Lake Worth..ee.

*Flooding at these locations is caused -by poor
drainage.

(Nationil Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective Jariuary 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C, 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 3¢ FR 2680, February 27,
1962, as amended (39 FR 2787, January 24,
1974).)

Issued: December 27, 19717,

Parricia ROBERTS HARRIS,
Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 78-17757 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-37651

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND
JUDICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation Determination
for the City of Attleboro, Bristol
County, Mass.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Admuns
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule-

SUMMARY: Final base (100-year)
flood elevations are listed below for se-
lected locations in the city of Attle-
boro, Bristol County, Mass. These base
(100-year) flood elevations are the
basis for the flood plain management
measures that the community is re-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

quired to either adopt or show evi-
dence of being already in effect in
order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issu-
ance of the Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM), showing base (100-year) flood
elevations for the city of Attleboro,
Bristol County, Mass.

ADDRESS: Maps and other informa-
tion showing the detailed outlines of
the flood-prone areas and the final

elevations for the city of Attleboro are .

available for review at the Mayor's
Office, City Hall, 29 Park Street, At-
tleboro, Mass.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

'CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-
. 755-55681, or toll-free line 800-424-
8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Federal Insurance Administrator
gives notice of his final determinations
of flood elevations for the city of At-
tleboro, Bristol County, Mass.

This final rule is issued in accord-
ance with section 110 of the Flood Dis-
aster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L.
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec-
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur-
ance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C.
4001-4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917.4(a)).
An opportunity for the community or
individuals to appeal this determina-
tion to or through the community for
a period of ninety (90) days has been
provided. No appeals of the proposed
base flood elevations were received
from the community or from individ-
uals within the community.

‘The Administrator has developed
criteria for flood plain management in

flood-prone areas in accordance with

24 CFR Part 1910.
The final base (100-year) flood eleva-

- tions for selected locations are:

- Elevation -
in feet,
Source of flooding Location national
geodetic
vertical
datum
Ten Mile River.,..... At town boundary with 19
R Seekonk.
At pipeline crossing, 660 79
ft downstream of Mill
Bridge.
Just downstream of 82
Hebronville Dam,
Just upstream of Bridge 90
St.
Just downstream of 91
Tiffany St.
Just upstream of 94
Tiffany St.
At rajlroad, 530 ft 95
downstream of
Dodgeville Dam.

Source of flooding

Bungay Riverus

Sevenmile River...

Attleboro
Industrial
Stream.

Lake Como
Stream.

Rocklawn Avenue

Stream.
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Dr. extenslon.

Elevation

in feet,
Location natlondl
geadetic

vertical

datum

Just downstream of 07
Dodgeville Dam,

Just upstream of "t
Dodgeville Dam.

At Lamb St 111

1,200 ft downstream of 112
Ollve St.

At road east of Nordio 110
Bldg.

Just upstream of 120
Mechanics Pond Dam,

At confluence of 122
Bungay River.

200 t downstream or 124
Farmers Pond.

Just upstream of 129
Farmers Pond Dam,

660 {t downstream of 135
town limit with North
Attleboro.

At Cedar Rd wounins 138

At confluence with Ten 122
Mile River.

Just downstream of 123
Blackington Pond
Dam.

Just upstream of 123
Blackington Pond
Dam.

Just upstream of Bank 124

At town boundary with 126
North Attleboro.

At town boundary with 69
Pawtucket.

Just downstream of 0
County St.

Just upstream of 12
County St.

Just upstream of Pltas 16
Ave.

Just downstream of Roy a0
Ave.

Just downstrcam of a8
Read St.

Just upstream of Read g0
St. .

Just downstream of 02
Orrs Pond Dam.

Just upstream of Orrs 103
Pond Dam,

Just downstream of 103
‘Water Works Dam,

Jusst upstream of West 108

Just downstream of 128
Luther Reservolr Dam,

Just upstream of Luther 140

. Reservolr Dam.

At town boundary with 141
North Attichoro.

At confluence with Ten 90
Mile River. 01

520 ft upstream of
McKay St.

Just downstream of 107
Tiffany St.

At confluence with 82
Sevenmile River.

Just, downstream of 92
Newport Ave.

Just upstream of 09
Newport Ave.

Just downstream of 05
Cumbcriand Ave.

Just downstream of 09
Route 1,

Just upstream of Route 100
1.

. 1,300 ft upstream of 108
Route 1.

At confluence with 122
Sevenmile River,

Just dovmstream of 128
Todd Dr. extension,

Just upstream of Todd 130



Elevation
in feet,
national
gecdetic
vertical
datum

Source of flocding Location

Rocklawn Avenue Just downstream of
Stream. Rocklawn Ave.

Just upstream of
Rocklawn Ave.

At confluence with Ten
Mile River.

At Route 152

Just downstream of
‘Thurber Ave.

Just upstream of
“Thurber Ave.

1,000 1t upstream of
Thurber Ave.

At confluence with Ten
Mile River.

1,050 ft. downstream of
Maple St.

Just downstream of
Maple St.

At town boundary of
Norton.

Just upstream of
Peckhan St.

Just downstream of
‘Wilmarth St.

Just upstream of
Wilmarth St.

136
138
80

- 20
92

Fast Junction
Stream.

Speedway Brook ...

Chartley Brook.....

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
X111 of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance

. Administrator 43 FR T719.)

-Issued: April 6, 1978.

GLORIA M. J] IMENI-IZ
Federal Insurance Administrator.

{FR Doc. 78-17758 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. F1-32311]

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND
JUDICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation Determination
for the Village of East Rockaway,
- Nassau County, N.Y

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule:

SUMMARY: Final base (100-year)
flood elevations are listed below for se-
lected locations in the village of East
Rockaway, Nassau County; N.Y. These
base (100-year) flood elevations are
the basis for the flood plain manage-
ment measures that the community is
required to either adopt or show evi-
dence of being already in effect in
order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issu-
ance of the Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM), showing base (100-year) flood
elevations, for the village of East
Rockaway, Nassau County, N.Y.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

ADDRESS: Maps and other informa-
tion showing the detailed outlines of
the flood-prone areas and the final
elevations for the village of East
Rockaway, Nassau County, N.Y., are
available for review at the Office of
the Mayor, 376 Atlantic Avenue, East
Rockaway, N.Y.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-

ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-

ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street

SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-

325-5581, or toll-free line 800-424-
T2,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Federal Insurance Administrator
gives notice of his final determinations
of flood elevations for the village of
East Rockaway, Nassau County, N.Y.

This final rule is issued in accord-
ance with section 110 of the Flood Dis-
aster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L.
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec-
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur-
ance Act of 1968 (Title XIXI of the
Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C.
4001-4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917.4(a)).
An opportunity for the community or
individuals to appeal this determina-
tion to or through the community for
a period of ninety (90) days has been
provided, and the Administrator has
resolved the appeals presented by the
community.

The Administrator has developed
criteria for flood plain management in
flood-prone areas in accordance with
24 CFR Part 1910.

The final base (100-year) flood eleva-
tions for selected locations are:

Flevatien
In feot
akuve mean
sealevel

Soaurce of flocding Locatlen

Hewlett Bay e, Welsoy Dr
Thompocn Dr.
Intercection of Emms!.

Intersectlon of Fasne
Circle and Waverly
Ave,

Intersection of Occan
Ave. and East Atlantic
Ave.

New St

Davis St

86 & GOEDERLDEE 888

(Natfonal Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1868), as amended;
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Sceretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator 43 FR 7719.)

v
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Issued: June 9, 1978.

GLORIA M. JINMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Daoc. 78-17759 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-34181

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND
JUDICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation Determination
for the city of Oneonta, Otisego
County, N.Y.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: PFinal base (100-year)
flood elevations are listed below for se-
lected locations in the city of Oneonta,
Otsero County, N.Y. These base (100-
vear) flood elevations are the basis for
the flood plain management measures
that the community is required to
efther adopt or show evidence of being
already in effect in order to qualify or
remain qualified for participation in
the National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP).

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issu-
ance of the Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM), showing base (100-year) flood
clevations for the City of Oneonta,
Otsego County, N.Y.

ADDRESS: Maps and other informa-
tion showing the detailed outlines of
the flood-prone areas and the final
elevations for the city of Oneonta are
available for review at the Xunicipal
Bullding, Oneonta, N.Y.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-
32%5531. or toll-free line 800-424-

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Federal Insurance Administrator
gives notice of his final determinations
of fleod elevations for the city of On-
eonta, Otsego County, N.Y.

This {inal rule is issued in accord-
ance with section 110 of the Flood Dis-
aster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. I.
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec-
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur-
ance Act of 1868 (Title XIIT of the
Housing and Urban Develepment Act
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), (42 US.C.
4001-4123), and 24 CFR Part
1917.4(2)). An opportunity for the
community or individuals to appeal
this determination to or through the
community for a period of ninety (30)
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days has been provided. No appeals of

the proposed base flood elevations -

were received from the community or

from individuals within the communi-

A

The Administrator has developed
criteria for flood plain management in
flood-prone areas in accordance with
24 CFR Part 1910.

The final base (100-year) flood eleva-
tions for selected locations are:

rd

Elevation -
in feet,
Source of flooding ‘Location national
geodetic
vertical
datum
Susquchanna 2,300 {t downstream of 1,061
River. ' State Highway 205.
100 ft downstream of 1,079
! Main St.

Grand St. (State Route 1,081
23 and 28).

Downstream of dam 1,084 -
above confluence of -
Glenwood Creek.

500 {t upstream of dam 1,089
above confluence of
Glenwood Creek.

120 ft upstream of 1,097
abandoned railroad
bridge. )

2,150 ft upstream of 1,099

. abandoned railroad
bridge,
Orceata Croek ... 50 ft upstream of 1,087
confluence with Mill
Race. ,

35 ftdownstream of 1,111
Main St.

3785 ft upstream of Main 1,115

t.

5581;5 upstream of Center 1,128

Dosximstream of Spruce 1,131

150 ft upstream of 1,138
Spruce St. -

676 ft upstream of 1,143
Spruce 5t.

Upstream of Wilber 1,180
Park Rd. .

60 ft upstream of high 1,191
school drive. .

475 It upstream of high 1,195
school drive.

1,100 £t upstream of _1,209
high school drive.

City limit (1,300 ft. 1,211
upstream of high
school drive).

« Mill Race River St 1,079

50 ft upstream of Gas 1,084
Ave,

325 ft upstream of Gas 1,085
Ave.

Silver Creek i 25 ft upstream from 1,081
Delaware & Hudson
RR.

125 ft upstream from 1,122
Ford Ave.

Upstream of Dietz St...... 1,134

Church St 1,155

550 {t upstream of 1,175
Center St.

480 {t upstream of 1,200
Clinton St.

At dam, 625 ft upstream 1,215
from Clinton St.

730 ft downstream from 1,220
Ravine Parkway.

45 ft upstream from 1,255
Ravine Parkway.

415 ft upstream from 1,267
Ravine Parkway.

1,700 ft upstream of 1,320
Ravine Parkway.

, SUMMARY:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Elevation
in feet,
Source of flooding = Location national
geodetic
vertical-
datum
Sllver Creek............ City limits(1,975 1t 1,337
upstream from Ravine
Parkway).
Glenwood Creek.... 30 ft downstream from 1,084
1-88.
120 ft downstream from 1,090
Susquehanna St.
Upstream of 1,007
Susquehanna St.
230 ft upstream from 1,107
Delaware & Hudson
RR. -
ROSE AVE cevereesnsrrsasassssereses 1,133
Downstream of Main St. 1,164
Upstream of Main St...... 1,172
40 ft downstream from 1,216
private dam located
900 ft upstream of
‘Main St.
70 £t upstream from 1,224
private dam located
900 ft upstream of
Main St.
City limit (1,670 ft 1,270
- . upstream of Main St).

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XTI1 of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: April 6, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-17760 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am] _

[4210-01]
[Docket No. F1-3899]

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND
JUDICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation Determination
for the County of Bedford, Va.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

Final base (100-year)
flood elevations are listed below for se-
lected locations in the county of Bed-
ford, Va. These base (100-year) flood
elevations are the basis for the flood
plain management measures that the
community is required fo either adopt
or show evidence of being already in
effect in order to qualify or remain
qualified for participation in the Na-
tional . Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP). :
EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issu-
ance of the Flood Insurance Rate Map

(FIRM), showing base (100-year) flood -

elevations for the county of Bedford,
Va.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other infor-
mation showing the detailed outlines

of the flood-prone aress and the final
elevations for the county of Bedford,
Va. are available for review at the Bed-
ford County Courthouse, Main Street,
Bedford, Va.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad.
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202«
755-5581, or toll-free line 800-424-
8872,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Federal Insurance Administrator
gives notice of his final determinations
of flood elevations for the county of
Bedford, Va.

This final rule is issued in accord.
ance with section 110 of the Flood Dis-
aster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L,
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec-
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur-
ance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C.
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a)). An
opportunity for the community or in-
dividuals to appeal this determination
to or through the community for a
period of ninety (90) days hoas been
provided. No appeals of the proposed
base flood elevations were received
from the community or from individ.
uals within the community.

The Administrator has developed
criteria for flood plain management in
flood-prone aress in accordance with
24 CFR Part 1910.

The final base (100-year) flood eleva-
tions for selected locations are:

Etevation
in feet,
Source of flooding Location national
geedetio
vertleal
datum
James River ... Lynchburg corporate 6568
limits,
Holcomb Rock Dam 688
(downstream).
Holcomb Rock Dam 693
(upstream).
Coleman Fallt Dam 6599
(downstream).
Coleman Falls Dam 612
(upstream).
Virginia route 647w, 623
Blue Ridge Parkway .. 630
U.S. 507 civrsmnsensssnssasnsind 652
Ceshaw Dam 670
(upstream).
Chesste System 613
(upstream).
Upstream county 700
boundary.
Ivy CreeKuimnmn. . Lynchburg corporate 876
limits.
Virginia Route 660 . 679
Virginfa Route 621 691
(downstream).
Virginla Route 621 606
(upstream).
Virginia Route 622w 112
Virginia Route 644 v 837
Virginia Route 621 818
(downstream),
Virginia Route 621 . e
(upstream).
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RULES AND REGULATIONS *

Eilet}atign Ele;(;!!Qn
n fee in feet,
Source of flooding Location national Source of flooding Location natlonal
geodetic geadetie
vertical sertical
datum datum
Judith Creek.......... Chessie System e 568 | Mill Creek wnenen.. Virginia Route 619 936
Trents Ferry Rd ........... 638 | Bore Auger Creek. (upstrcam).
Virginia Route 674.... 764 Virginia Route €39, 960
U.S. 501 cerererecane. 770 (32,820 {t above
Huntmg Creek....... Virginia Route 604.. 626 mouth).
U.S. 501 (downstream).... 637 Virginia Route 633, 635
oS 301 (upstreamm) .. o8 (36,000 ft above mouth
irgini e . downstream).
Virginia Route 601......... 850 Virginia Route £59, 83
V“(zgoksﬂgoﬁfgﬁfg%wm 1,037 (36.000 ft nbafe mouth ?
downstream). Virginks Ratie 653, 1804
Virginia Route 602, 1,043 (36,700 {t akove mouth
ﬁggg&g )above mouth v ‘:;"n?tm)’
, - il a Route 699, 1633
Virginia Route 602, L (30,780 ft abore mouth
ggf&?)“ above upstream),
3 . -
Virginia Route 602, L1165 South Fork Gonse Vircl{:darncsme 631 923
) Creel (dovwmnsircam)
(24,850 ft above mouth Virginia Route 691 833
downstream). (upstream).
Virginia Route 602, 1,171 Virginia Route 637 246
:i:s.fso ft )above mouth wdownstream).
ream).. " -
Battery Creek...... Chessie SYStem . . 630 v{mﬁ‘;'e 657 058
Roancke River...... County boundary .......... 616 Terminal Ave c52
Virginia Route 608 ......... 618 b “
Virginia Route 908 o, 620 o Ldomustrcam).
Smith Mountain Lake... 03 ‘;ups;“ A &7t
Virginia Route 634........ 803 Vi Ro ui 0033 637
. County boundary e 822 N lgruomlk & Western Ror - 1 2;8
Big Otter River.... Virginia Route 24 587 orioik & estern Ry 1,
- (downstream). (downstream),
Virginia Route 24 589 Norfolk & Western Ry 1,224
Creek Vioirean North Fork: Goose U5 400 ey 533
3 o o !
ot e e e ot ars ™ a3 | Creex. Norfolk & Weetern Ry, 013
Virginia Route 639 ... 896 . (upstream),
- Virginia Route 122......... 931 | Beaverdam Creek.. Virginia Route 757 823
Little Otter River. Virginia Route 715 . 639 (downstream),
Virginia Route 784 cve.... 616 Vi(rﬁiniln Rm;!e wr g
T.S. 460 (downstream).... 839 upstream).
U.S. 460 (upstream) ....... 703 Norfolk & Western Ry. 237
Virginia Route 718........ 734 (downstream),
Norfolk & Western Ry. 746 Nerfolk & Westem Ry, 839
(downstream). (upstream).
U.S. 221 (downstream).... 759 Virginia Route 24 674
U.S. 221 (upstream) ....... 762 . (downstreamy.
Virginia Route 122......... 794 Virginla Route 24 813
Virginia Route 43 837 {upciream),
(downstream). Virginia Route 613 £e3
Virginia Route 43 841 (downstream).
(upstream). Vircinia Route 619 573
Machine Creek..... Virginia Route 714 651 (upstream), .
R (downstream). East Fork Virginla Route 24 eeeeneee G679
Virginia Route 714 653 Beaverdam Virginia Route 735 iy |
(upstream), Creek. (downstream).
Virginia Route 804 ..o 679 Virginla Route 755 06
Virginia Route 43 700 (upstream).
(downstream). West Fork Virginia Route 635 245
Virginia Route 43 704 Beaverdam (downctream), €40
’ (ipstream), Creek. Virginia Route 635
Wells Creek, . Virginia Route 747 51 (upstream),
. (downstream). Virginia Route 24 .......... 021
Virginia Route 747 153 Virginia Route 619 834
(upstream), (downstream).
Little Otter River Lake Dr. (downstream).. 848 Virginia Route 619 57
tributary. Lake Dr. (upstream) ... 851 (l{pslream).
Bedford City corporate 858 Power trancmision Une  1.076
limit (downstream). Falling Creek....... Virginia Route 619 £o4
Bedford City corporate 912 (downstream).
1imit (upstream). Virginia Route 619 €53
Goose Creek......... Private drive, 0.24 mi 202 (upclream).
below confluence of Sandy Creek wee.. Virginia Route 63¢ 825
South Fork Gouse (davnstream).
Creek (downstream). Virginla Route 634 023
Private drive, 0.24 mi 807 (upstream},
P below confluence of Virginia Route €35 034
South Fork Goose (downstream). .
Creek (upstream). Virginia Reoute £35 935
Mill Creek Virginia Route 122.......... 846 (upstream).
Bore Auger Creek. Virginia Route 755.......... 865 e v
Virginia Route 516 902 | (National Flood Insurance Act of 1963 (Title
Virginia Route 616 gp7 | XIII of Housing and Urban Develepment
(upstream). Act of 1968), effective January 28, 18G9 (33
Virginia Route 619 832 | FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended:
(downstream). (42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
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gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: June 2, 1978.

GLORIA M. J;
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-171761 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. F1-3012]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
City of Fort Smith, Ark.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Arezs. This list included the city of
Fort Smith, Ark. It has been deter-
mined by FIA, after acquiring addi-
tional flood information and affer fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate }Map for the city of Fort
Smith, Ark. that certain property is
not within the Speical Flood Hazard
Area. This map amendment, by estab-
lishing that the subject property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
conditon of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451@1 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800~
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
ovner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same year. The premium
refund may be obtained through-the
insurance agent or broker who sold
the policy, or from the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O.
Box 34294, Bethesda, Md. 20034,
phone 800-638-6620.
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The map amendments. listed below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b):
Map No. H&I 055013A Panel 15, pub-
lished on June 29, 1977, in 42 FR
33205, indicates that Southwoods Sub-
division, Phase I, Fort Smith, Ark., as
recorded in drawer 383 of plats, in the
office of the circuit clerk and ex-offi-
cio recorder for the county of Sebas-
tian; Ark., is located within the Special
Flood Hazard Area.

Map No. H&I 055013A Pa.nel 15 is
hereby corrected to reflect that Lots 1
through.5, and 12 through 19, and Lot
127, with the'exception of that portion
within the Dedicated 80° Drainage
BEasement of the above property are
not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area identified on May 7, 1976. The
lots are in zone C.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended,
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delega-
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad-
ministrator 43 FR 7719.)

" Issued: May 17, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

{FR Doc. 78-18001 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
(Docket No. FI-3012]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
City of Carpinterig, Calif.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
. tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included the city of
Carpinteria, Calif. It has been deter--
mined by FIA, after acquiring addi-
tional flood informatlon and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the city of Car-
pinteria, Calif., that certain property
is'not within the Specxal‘Flood Hazard
Area,

This map amendment, by establish-
ing that the subject property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-
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ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-
755- 5581 or foll free line 800-424-
8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be
through the insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Bethesda,
Md. 20034, phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b):

Map No. H&IX 060332B panel 01, pub-
lished om: June 29, 1977, in 42 FR
33205, indicates that lot 1, block 202,
as shown on the city assessor’s map, is
located within the Special Flood
Hazard Area. This property is record-
ed as lot 1, block A, in book 1, page 8,
in the office of the recorder of Santa
Barbara County, Calif.

Map No. H&T 060332B panel 01 is
hereby corrected to reflect the above
property is in zone C and is not within
the Special Flood Hazard Area identi-
fied on March 15, 1977.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XI111 of Housing and Urban Development

. Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33

FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C, 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: May 8, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18002 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]
i

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-38751

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
: CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
City of Lakewocod, Colo.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

_ ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published

maps identifying Special Flood Hazard

- obtained.

Areas. This list included the city of
Lakewood, Colo. It has been deter-
mined by FIA, after acquiring addi-
tional flood information and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the city of Lake-
wood, Colo., that certain property is
not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area.,

This map amendment, by establish-
ing that the subject property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc«
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 20, 1978,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad.
" ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-
ance, room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-
8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condl-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a’ full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Bethesda,
Md. 20034, phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b):

Map No. H&I 085075A panel 04, pub-
lished on February 13, 1978, in 43 FR
6070, indicates that lot 17, block 14,
Meadowlark Hills, at 9040 West Third
Place, Lakewood, Colo., ag recorded in
book 12, page 2, in the office of the re«
corder of Jefferson County, Colo., is
within the Special Flood Hazard Area.

Map No. H&I 085075A panel 04 s
hereby corrected to reflect the exist-
ing structure on the above property is
in zone C and is not within the Speecial
Flood Hazard Area identified on July
21, 1972.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)
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Issued: May 17, 1978.

Groria M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator,

{FR Doc. 78-18003 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-3875]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
City of Longmont, Colo.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.-

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included the city of
Longmont, Colo. It has been deter-
mined by FIA, after acquiring addi-
tional flood information and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the city of
Longmont, Colo., that certain proper-
ty is not within the Special Flood
Hazard Area.

This map amendment, by establish-
ing that the subject property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202~
755_5581. or toll free line 800-424-
8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
-ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Bethesda,
MD 20034, phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b):

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Map No. H&I 080027A panel 05, pub-
lished on February 13, 1978, in 43 FR
6070, indicates that lot 1, block 1, Bur-
lington Square Subdivision, Longmont,
Colo., as recorded in planfile R P-4, P-
2, No. 48, in the office of the clerk of
Boulder County, Colo., is within the
Special Flood Hazard Area.

Map No. H&I 080027A panel 05 is
hereby corrected to reflect that a por-
tion of the above property described as
follows:

Beginning at the center ! corner of See.
tion 10, Township 2 North, Range 69 West,
thence, N. 00°04'40° W,, 85.34 feet; thence,
S. 89°4506" W., 209.83 feet; thence, N.
00°17-30" W., 18641 feet; thence, N.
89°42'30” E., 50.00 feet; thence, N., 00°17°30"
W., 60.00 feet; thence, N, 89°42'30" E., 256.97
feet; thence, S. 00°04'40" E., 134.95 feet;
thence, S. 08°27'47* W., 12,87 feet; thence S.
43°27'35" W., 136.91 feet back to the true
point of beginning,

is not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area identified on October 26, 1973.
The portion is within zone C.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1868 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: May 17, 1978.

GLORIA M. J
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18004 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[{Docket No. FI-2600]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
City of Louisville, Colo.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (¥FIA) published
maps identifying special flood hazard
areas. This list included the city of
Louijsville, Colo. It has been deter-
mined by FIA, After acquiring addi-
tional flood lnformatlon and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the city of Lou-
isville, Colo., that certain property Is
not within the special flood hazard
area. This map amendment, by estab-
lishing that the subject property is not
within the special flood hazard area,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Erimm, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-
755-5581, or toll-free line 800-424-
8872,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
pald for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Bethesda,
Md. 20034, phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b):

Map No. H & I 0850768, panel 02,
published on June 29, 1977, in 42 FR
33206, indicates that lots 1 and 2,
block 6, Parkwood {iling No. 2, as re-
corded in plan file P-5, F-3, No. 42, in
the office of the Recorder of Boulder
County, Colo., are within the special
flood hazard area.

Map No. H & I 0850768, panel 02 is
hereby corrected to reflect that the
existing structures on lofs 1 and 2 are
in zones B and C, respectively, and are
not within the special flood hazard
area identified on July 25, 1975.

-

(Natlonal Fload Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4123); and Seecretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43°FR 7719.)

Issued: May 8, 1978.

Groria M. J;
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Dac. 78-18005 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-3875]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Leiter of Map Amendment for the
Town of Bloomfield, Conn.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMIMARTY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a.list of com-
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munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (¥TA) published
maps identifying special flood hazard
areas. This list included the town of
Bloomfield, Conn. It has been deter-
mined by FIA, after acquiring addi-
tional flood information and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the town of
Bloomfield, Conn., that_certain prop-
erty is-not within the special flood
hazard area. This map amendment, by
establishing that the subject property
is not within the special flood hazard
area, removes the requirement to pur-
chase flood insurance for that-proper-
ty as a condition of Federal or federal-
ly related financial assistance for con-
' struction or dequisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581, or toll-free line 800-
424-83872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as-a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same year. The premium

refund may be obtained through the -

insurance agent or broker who sold
the policy, or.from the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O.
Box 34294, Bethesda, Md. 20034;
phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b):
Map No. H&I 090122, panel 00024,
published on February 13, 1978, in 43
FR 6070, indicates that a parcel of
land in Bloomfield, Conn., on drawing
No. 7744, prepared by William R.
Palmberg and dated September 1977,
being the “third piece” described in
the deed and recorded in deed book
118, page 4, in the Office of the Town
Clerk of Bloomfield, Conn., is located
within the special flood hazard area.

Map No. H&I090122, panel 00024 is
hereby corrected to reflect that a por-
tion of the above property, which can
be described as follows:

Beginning at a point in the easterly line of
Tunxis Avenue, which: point s also; the

southwest corner of the said property; _

thence S. 58°09'47” E., approximately 262
feet to a point; thence N, 20°30" E., approxi-
mately 389 feet to a. point; thence N. 2°20’
W., approximately 50 feet to, a point; thence

’
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N. 50°20' W., approximately 66 feet to a
point; thence N. 31°20' B., approximately 76
feet to a point; thence N. 58°45'30"” W., ap-
proximately 95 feet to a point; thence S.
28°07' W., approximately 230.70 feet to a
point; thence.266.99 feet along a curve with
a radius.of 2,031.9 feet to the point of begin-
ning,

is not within the special flood hazard
area identified on August 19, 1977.
This portion is in-zone B.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: May 149, 1978.

. GLORIA- M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Admzmstrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18006 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-3012]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Letter of Map: Amendment for the
Town of West Hartford, Conn..

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Pederal Insurance
Administrator published 2 list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying special flood hazard
areas. This list included the town of
West Hartford, Conn. It has been de-
termined by FIA, after acquiring addi-
tional flood information and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the town of
West Hartford, Conn., that certain
property is not within the special
flood hazard area. This map amend-
ment, by establishing that the subject
property is not within the special
flood hazard area, removes the re-
quirement.to purchase flood insurance
for that property as a condition of
Federal or federally related financial
assistance for construction or acquisi-
tion purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: -

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office: of Flood In-
surance, .Roomr 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581, or toll-free line 800-
424-8872;

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property awner was required to
purchase, flood: insurance as. a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-

nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same year. The premium
refund may be obtained through the
insurance agent or broker who sold
the policy, or from the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O.
Box 34294, Bethesda, Md. 20034,
phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments Iisted below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b):
Map No. Hé&I 095082, panel 08, pub-
lished on June 29, 1977, in 42 FR
33206, indicates that lot 36, section
-1(D), Rockledge Estates, West Hart-
ford, Conn., also known as 256 Kimber-
1y Road, as recorded in the plat, map
file No. 1139, in the office of the town
clerk of West Hartford, Conn, is
within the special flood hazard area,

Map No. H&I 095082, panel 08 is
hereby corrected to reflect that the
existing structure located on the above
property is not within the special
flood hazard area identifled on Sep-
tember 29, 1971. The structure is in
zone C. "

{National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
X111 of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1868), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary's dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: June 6, 1978,

GLor1A M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18007 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. F1-3012]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
Town of West Hartford, Conn.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published = list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration. (FIA) published
maps identifying special flood hazard
areas. ‘This list includsd the town of
‘West. Hartford, Conn. It has been de-
termined by FIA, after acquiring addi-
tional flood information and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the town of
West Hartford, Conn., that certain
property is. not within the special’
flood hazard area.
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This map amendment, by establish-
ing that the subject property is not
- within the special flood hazard area,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: '

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on .the policy in question
during the same year. The premium
refund may be obtained through the
insurance agent or broker who sold
the policy, or from the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O.
Box 34294, Bethesda, Md. 20034,
phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b):

Map No. H & I 095082, panel (6,
published on June 29, 1977, in 42 FR
33206, indicates that lot 32 a2nd the
southerly 20 feet of lot 31, Wyndwood,
West Hartford, Conn., as recorded in
the deed, volume 636, page 54, in the
Office of the Town Clerk of West
Hartford, Conn., are within the special
flood hazard area.

Map No. H & I 095082, panel 06, is
hereby corrected to reflect that the
structure located on the above proper-
ty is not within the special flood
hazard area identified on September
25, 1971. The structure is in zone C.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
X1 of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1868), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’'s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: June 12, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIRENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

{FR Doc. 78-18008 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]
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[4210-01]
{Docket No. FI-3012]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for Dade
. County, Fla.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included Dade County,
Fla. It has been determined by FIA,
after acquiring additional fleod infor-
mation and after further technieal
review of the Floocd Insurance Rate
Map for Dade County, Fla., that cer-
tain property is not within the Special
Flood Hazard Area. This map amend-
ment, by establishing that the subject
property is not within the Special
Flaod Hazard Area, removes the re-
quirement to purchase flood insurance
for that property as a condition of
Federal or federally related financial
assistant for construction or ccquici-
tion purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Erimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Wachington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to  walve the property
owner from maintaining flood {nsur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Bethezda,
Md. 20034, phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b):

Map No. H & I 1250988, panel 11,
published on June 29, 1977, in 42 FR
33208, indicates that lot 13, block 2,
Hampton Acres, located at 8235 North-
west 56th Street, Dade County, Fla.,
as recorded in book 7378, page 5317, in
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the Office of the Clerk of the Circuit
Court of Dade County, Fla. is within
the Special Flood Hazard Area.

Map No. H & X 1250388, panel 11, is
hereby corrected to reflect the exist-
ing structure on the above property is
in zone C and is not within the Special
Flood Hazard Area identified on
March 18, 19717.

(Natlonnl Flesd Insurance Act of 1362 (Title
X111 of Housing and Urban Development
Act. of 1963), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 11394, November 23, 19€8), as amended,
42 U.S.C. 4601-4128; and Secretary’s delega-
tlon of anthority to Federal Insurance Ad-
minfstrater, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: June 6, 1878.

Groria M. JIMFNEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

{FR Daoc. 78-18083 Filed 6-23-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
fDecket No. FI-3575)

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Letter of Mop Amendment for the
City of Albany, Ga.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule. -

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Adminiztrater published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areos. This list included the city of
Albany, Ga. It has been determined by
FIA, after acquiring zdditional flood
information and after further techni-
c2l review of the Flood Insuronce Rate
Map for the city of Albany, Ga., that
certain property is not within the Spe-
cial Flood Hazoerd Area. This map
amendment, by establishing that the
subject property is not within the Spe-
cial Fleood Hazord Area, removes the
rcguirement to purchaze flood insur-
ance for that property as a condition
of Federal or federally related finan-
cial assistance for construction or ze-
quisition purpozes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Flosd Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-
8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
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owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
“vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker
. who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program
. (NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Bethesda,
Md. 20034, phone: 800-638-6620.
The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b):

Map No. H&I 130075B Panels 01 and’

03, published on February 13, 1978 in
43 FR 6071, indicates that Lots 8, 9,
and 10, Lakewood Homes Subdivision
and Lots 11, 13, 14, 103 through 106,
113 through 119, and 147 through 158,
Westwood Subdivision, Albany, Ga., as
recorded in Plat Book 4, Page 220, and
Plat Book 4, Page 88, respectively, in
the office of the Recorder of Dougher-
ty County, Ga., are within the Special
Flood Hazard Area

Map No. H&I 1300758 Panels 01 and
03 are hereby corrected to reflect the
above property is in zone C and are
not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area identified on August 15, 1977.

"« [National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of ‘Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele~
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719].

Issued: May 17, 1978.

GLORIA M. J. mmNEz,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18010 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-3875]

PAR'I' 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
City of Lenexa, Kans.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD. .

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. 'This list included the city of
Lenexa, Kans. It has been determined

by FIA, after acquiring additional.

flood information and after further
technical review of the Flood Insur-
ance Rate Map for the city of Lenexa,
Kans. that certain property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area.
This map amendment, by establishing
that the subject property is not within

RULES AND REGULATIO}‘JS

the Special Flood Hazard Area, re-
moves the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a

condition of Federal or federally relat-

ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-6581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to

- purchase flood insurance as a condi-

tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance, for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy yéar, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in_question
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Bethesda,
Md. 20034, phone: 8§00-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b):
Map No. H&I 200168B Panel 04, pub-
lished on February 13, 1978, in 43 FR
6071 indicates that Lots 15-18, Block 1
of Brentwood East Subdivision in the
city of Lenexa, Kans., as recorded,in
Book 41, Page 317, in the office of f;,he
Register of Deeds of Johnson County,
Kans.,, are within the Special Flood
Hazard Area.

Map No. H&I 200168B Panel 04 is
hereby corrected to reflect the above
properties are not withn the Special
Flood Hazard Area identified on
August 1, 1977. The properties are in
Zone C.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128). and the Secretary’s

delegation of authority to Federal Insur-
ance Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: May 17, 1978,

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[(FR Doc. 78-18011 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-3875]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
City of Gladstone, Mich,

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administratioh (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included the city of
Gladstone, Mich. It has been deter-
mined by FIA, after acquiring addi-
tional flood information and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the city of Glad-
stone, Mich., that certain property is
not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area. This map amendment, by estab-
lishing that the subject property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: june 29, 1978,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In.
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-56581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as & condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may

.obtain a full refund of the premium

paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy In question

.during the same policy year. The pre-

mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na«
tional Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Betheod&.
Md. 20034.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7 (b):

Map No. H&I 260267, Panel 0001B,
published on February 13, 1978 in 43
FR 6071, indicates that Lot 2 of Glad-
stone Industrial Park No. 1 in the city
of Gladstone, Mich., as recorded in
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Liber C, Page 35, in the office of the
Register of Deeds of Delta County,
Mich., is within the Special Flood
Hazard Area.

Map No. H&I 260267, Panel 0001B,
is hereby corrected to reflect that the
existing structure on the above prop-
erty is not within the Special Flood
Hazard Area identified on September
15, 1977. The structure is in Zone B.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XTI of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4123); and the Secretary’s
delegation of authority to Federal Insur-
ance Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: May 17, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

{FR Doc.78-13012 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-011
[Docket No. F1-3875]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Lefter of Map Amendment for the
Borough of Upper Saddle River, N.J.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Bazard
Areas. This list included the Borough
of Upper Saddle River, N.J. It has
been determined by FIA, after acquir-
ing additional flood information and
after further technical review of the
Flood Insurance Rate Map for the
Borough of Upper Saddle River, N.J.,
that certain property is not within the
Special Flood Hazard Area.

This map amendment, by establish-
ing that the subject property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-

ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-

ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street

SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-

755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424-
8872,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or

A
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acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining fleod insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of-the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy iIn question
during the same peolicy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the Insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Fleed Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Bethesda,
Md. 20034, phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b):

Map No. B&I 340077 Panel 00014,
published on February 13, 1978, in 43
FR 6072, indicates that lot 1-P, block
11, at 20 Blue Spruce Drive, Upper
Saddle River, N.J., as recorded in book
5193, pages 241 through 243, in the
office of the clerk of Bergen County.
N.J., is within the Special Flood
Hazard Area.

Map No. H&I 340077 Panel 0001A is
hereby corrected to reflect that the
above property is within zone C and is
not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area identified on September 15, 1977.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1868 (Title
X111 of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary's dele-
gation of authority tp Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: May 17, 1978.

GLORIA ML J
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18013 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am)

[4210-01]
{Docket No. FI-3375)

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
Town of Cheektowaga, N.Y.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: :The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying special floed hazard
areas. This list included the town of
Cheektowaga, N.Y. It has been deter-
mined by FIA, after acquiring addi-
tional flood information and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the town of
Cheektowaga, N.Y., that certain prop-
erty is not within the speeclal flood
hazard area.

‘This map amendment, by establish-
ing that the subject property is not
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within the special fleod hazard area,
removes the reguirement to purchase
flood insurance for that progerty as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
¢d financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purpozss.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Erimm, Assistant Ad-

ministrator, Office of Flood Insur--

ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street

SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202-

ggs-sssl, or toll-free line §00-42%-
T2.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nanclal assistance for construction or
acquisition purpeses, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
ovner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
pald for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same year. The premium
refund may be obtained through the
insurance agent or broker who sold
the policy, or from the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O.
Box 34294, Bethesda, Md. 20034,
phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b):

Map No. H&I 360231B Panel 08,
published on February 13, 1978, in 43
FR 6072, indicates that a portion of
parcels 1 and 2, Cheektowaga, N.Y., as
filed under map cover 2274, said por-
tion being recorded in deed liber 8559,
page 164, in the office of the clerk of
Erie County, N.Y., is within the Spe-
cial Flood Hazard Area.

Map No. H&ET 3602318, panel 08, is
hereby corrected to reflect that a por-
tion of the above property which can
be dezceribed as follows:

Commencing at a point In the center line
of French Rezd, caid point being 1,573.17
feel east of the center line of Borden Road;
thence north at right angles to the last
mentioned line 45 feet to the north line of
French Road and the point of beginningz;
thence continuing north along a line that
forms a right angle with the north line of
French Road approximgtely 175 feet to a
point; thence east along a line parallel to
the center line of French Road approxi-
mately 167 fect to g point; thence S. 61° E.,
approximately 82 feet to a point; thence
east approximetely 65 feet to the east prop-
erty lne; thence south along a line that
forms o right angle with the north line of
French Road epprozimately 137 feet to a
point on the north line ¢f French Road;
thence west along the narth line of French
Road 304.31 fect to the point of beginning,

is not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area identified on July 5, 1977. The
portion is in zone C.
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(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28,°1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-

gation of authority to Federal Insurance

Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)
Issued: June 6, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18014 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI1-3875]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
Town of Cheektowaga, N.Y.

" AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published 4 list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special- Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included the town of
Cheektowaga, N.Y. It has been deter-
mined by FIA, after acquiring addi-
tional flood information and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the town of
Cheektowaga, N.Y., that certain prop-
erty is not within the Special Flood
Hazard Area.

This map amendment, by establish-
ing that the subject property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same year. The premium

RULES AND REGULATIONS

refund may be obtained through the
insurance agent or broker who sold
the policy, or from the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O.
‘Box 34294, Bethesda,- Md. 20034,
phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b):

Map No. H&I 360231B panel 08, pub-
lished on February 13, 1978, in 43 FR
6072, indicates that a portion of par-
cels 1 and 2 which can be described as
follows: - .

Commencing at a point in the center line
of French Road, -said point belng 1,573.17
feet east of the center line of Borden Road;
thence north at right angles to the last
mentioned line 45 feet to the north line of
French Road; thence continuing north

-along a line that-forms a right angle with

the north line of French Road approximate-
1y 175 feet to a point; thence east along a
line parallel to the center line of French
Road approximately 167 feet to the actual
point of beginning; thence continuing along
the same line approximately 135.5 feet to
the east property line; thence south along a
line that forms a right angle with the north
line of French Road approximately 41 feet
to a point; thence west approximately 65
feet to a point; thence N. 61° W., approxi-
mately 82 feet to the actual point of begin-
ning, -

is located in Cheektowaga, N.¥., and
recorded in the deed filed under map
cover 2274, deed liber 8559, page 164,
in the office of the clerk of Erie
County, N.Y., is within the Special
Flood Hazard Area.

Map No. H&I 360231B panel 08, is
hereby corrected to reflect that the
above property is not within the Spe-
cial Flood Hazard Area identified on
July 5, 1977. The portion is in zone C.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’'s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: June 9, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

{FR Doc. 78-18015 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01] 4
[Docket No. FI-30121

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
City of Fargo, N, Dak.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-

munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published

maps identifying Special Flood Hazard

‘FOR FURTHER

Areas. This list included the city of
Fargo, N. Dak. It has been determined
by FIA, after acquiring additional
flood information and after further
technical review of the Flood Insur-
ance Rate Map for the city of Fargo,
N. Dak., that certain property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area.
This map amendment, by establishing
that the subject property is not within
the Special Flood Hazard Area, re-
moves the requirement to purcHase
flood .insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFEC‘,I‘IVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur-
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 202~
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424~
8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basls of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been- paid on the policy in dquestion
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Bethesda,
Md. 20034, phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b):

Map No. H&I 385364A, Panel 04,
published on June 29, 19717, in 42 FR
33221, indicates that the west 43 feet
of lot 1, and the east 4 feet of lot 2,
block 8, case, peake, and hall's addi.
tion to the city of Fargo, Fargo, N.
Dak., as recorded in book 422, page 27,
in the office of the register of Cass
County, N. Dak., is within the Special
Flood Hazard Ared.

Map No. H&I 3853644, Panel 04, is
hereby corrected to reflect the above
property is in zone B and is not within
the Special Flood Hazard Area identi-
fied on April 23, 1976.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Titl:
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), &5 amended
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delega«
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad-s
ministrator, 43 FR 7719.)
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Issued: June 9, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18016 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am}

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-30121

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Leiter of Map Amendment for the
City of Tulsa, Okla.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD. .

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insuraunce
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included the city of
Tulsa, Okla. It has been determined
by FIA, after acquiring additional
flood information and after further
technical review of the Flood Insur-
ance Rate Map for the city of Tulsa,
OKla., that certain property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area.
This map amendment, by establishing
* that the subject property is not within
the Special Flood Hazard Area, re-
moves the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

CONTACT:
Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPL?EE&EN:I‘ARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: The National Flood Insur-
ance Program, P.O. Box 34294, Bethes-
da, Md. 20034, phone: 800-638-6620,
The map,amendments listed below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b):
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Map No. H&I 405381 B, panel 142,
published on June 29, 1977, in 42 FR
33226, indicates that Lot 15, Block 10,
Kirkdale, Tulsa, as recorded in Book
4130, Page 1078, in the office of the
clerk of Tulsa County, Okla., is within
the Special Flood Hazard Area.

Map No. H&T 405381 B, Panel 142, Is
hereby corrected to reflect the above
property is not within the Special
Flopgd Hazard Area identlified on July
30, 1976. The property is in Zone B.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1648 (Title
XIIT of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator 43 FR 7719,)

Issued: June 6, 1978.

GLORIA M., JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administratlor.

[FR Doc. 78-18017 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 aml.

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-3875)

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for City of
Lakewood, Colo,

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (¥FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included the city of
Lakewood, Colo. It has been deter-
mined by FIA, after acquiring addi-
tional flood information and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the city of Lake-
wood, Colo., that certain property is
not within the Speclal Flood Hazard
Area. This map amendment, by estab-
lishing that the subject property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purpaoses.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Erimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-56581, or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
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nancial assistance for construction or -

acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been pald on the policy in question
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Flocod Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Bethesda,
Md. 20034, phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b):
Map No. H&I 0850754, Panel 01, pub-
lished on February 13, 1978, in 43 FR
6070, Indicates that Lot No. 9, Block 19
of Applewood Glen Subdivision in the
city of Lakewood, Colo., as recorded in
Book 15, Page 63 in the office of the

clerk and Recorder of Jefferson

County, Colo., {5 within the Special
Flood Hazard Area.

Map No. H&I 0850754, Panel 01, is
hereby corrected to reflect the above
property Is not within the Special
Flood Hazard Area identified on July
1, 1977. The property is in Zone C.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XX of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1863), effective January 23, 1358 (33
FR 17804, Novembher 23, 1968), o5 amended;
42 U.S.C. 4001-4123; and the Secretary’s del-
egation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: May 17, 1978.

GLorxa M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 70-12018 Filed 6-23-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-3875]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Leler of Map Amendment for the
County of Beaufort, S.C.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMIMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published 2 list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included the county of
Beaufort, S.C. It has been determined
by FIA, after acquiring additional
flood information and after further
technical review of the Flood Insur-
ance Rate Map for the county of
Beaufort, S.C. that certain property is
not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area. This map amendment, by estab-
lishing that the subject property is not
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within the Special Flood Hazard Area,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Oifice of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581 or tollfree line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same year. The premium
refund may be obtained through the
insurance agent or broker who sold
the policy, or from the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O.
Box 34294, Bethesda, Md. 20034,
phone: 800-638-6620.

The map amendments. hsted below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b):
Map Number H&I 450025 Panel 08,
published on February 13, 1978, in 43
F.R. 6074, indicates that the Beach-
comber Club, Beaufort County, S.C.,
as recorded in Plat Book 24, Page 46,
in the Office of the Clerk of the Court
of Beaufort County, S.C., is within the
Special Flood Hazard Area.

Map Number H&I 450025 Panel 08 is
hereby corrected to reflect that the
portion of the above property which is
at or above 14 feet National Geodetic
Vertical Datum N.G.V.D.) is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area
identified on September 30, 1977. The
property is in Zone B.

(MNational Flood Insurance Act of 1968 {Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33

FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-

gation of authority to Federal Insurance

Administrator, 43 FR 7719).
Issued: May 17, 1978.

GLor1A M. J; IMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc, 78-18019 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]
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[4210-01] )
[Docket No. FI-3875]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Lefter of Map Amendment for the
County of Brazoria, Tex.

AGENCY Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule. ,
SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance

Administrator published a list of com- '

munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (¥TA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included the county of
Brazoria, Tex. It has been determined
by FIA, after acquiring additional
flood information and after further
technical review of the Flood Insur-
ance Rate Map for the county of Bra-
zoria, Tex. that certain property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area.
This map amendment, by establishing
that the subject property is not within
the Special Flood Hazard Area, re-
moves the requirement to purchase

flood insurance for that property as a ™

condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of ¥lood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581 or toll-free lme 800~
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi- .
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property.
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending- or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same: year. The premium
refund may be obtained through the
insurance agent or broker who sold
the policy, or from the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O.
Box 34294, Bethesda, Md. 20034,
phone 800-638-6620. - .

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b):
Map No. H&I 485458B Panels 18 and
26, published on February 13, 1978, in
43 FR 6074, indicate that the 2,300
acre tract of ‘land located in Brazoria
County, Tex., 2s shown on the Gener-
al Crude 100-year Flood Plain Map by

.

Farner and Winslow, Inc,, dated April
1976, being a portion of the property
recorded in Deed Volume 420, Pages
86 through 149, and Deed Volume
1177, Page 107, respectively, in the
Office of the Clerk of .the Court for
Brazoria County, Tex., is within the
Special Flood Hazard Area.

Map No. H&I 4854588 Panels 18 and
26 are hereby corrected to reflect that
the portions of the property shown to
be located above the 100-year flood
plain on the above-mentioned General -
Crude 100-year Flood Plain Map by
Farner and Winslow, excluding the
area of approximately 275 acres lying
east of Austin Bayou in the northern
central area of the subject property,
are not within the Special Flood
Hazard Area identified on June 10,
19717. These portions are in Zone C,

(I¥ational Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secrctary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: May 17, 1978.

GLoR1A M., JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

{FR Doc. '78-18020 Filed 6-28-178; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-38751

. PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP

CORRECTION

Lotter of M&p Amendment for the
Unincorporated Areas of Brazoria
County, Tex.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included the unincor-
porated areas of Brazoria County,
Tex. It has been determined by FIA,
after acquiring additional flood infor-
mation and after further technical
review of the Flood Insurance Rate

‘Map for the unincorporated areas of

Brazoria County, Tex., that certain
property is not within the Speclal
Flood Hazard Area. This map amend.
ment, by establishing that the subject
property is not within the Speclal
Flood Hazard Area, removes the re-
quirement to purchase flood insurance
for that property as a condition of
Federal or federally related financial
assistance for construction or acquisi«
tion purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978,
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: )

Mr. Richard W. EKrimm, Assistant
Administrator, Oiffice of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPILEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property ovner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy .in question
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker

.who sold the policy, or from the Na-

»

tional Flood Insurance Program
(NPIP) at: The National Flood Insur-
ance Program, P.O. Box 34294, Bethes-
da, Md. 20034, phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b)r

Map No. Hé&T 4854588 panel 02, pub-
lished on February 13, 1978, in 43 FR
6074, indicates that a 1,022.294 acre
tract in Brazoria County, Tex., as re-
corded in volume 1346, page 810, of
the deed records in the- office of the
clerk of the county court of Brazoria
County, Tex., is within the Special
Flood Hazard Area. R

Map No. H&I 485458B panel 02 is
hereby corrected to reflect that a por-
tion of the above property, described
below, is not within the Special Flood
Ha'zzard Area identified on June 10,
1977.

Beginning at the Intersection of the cen-
terline of F.1M. Road No. 518 (Old Chocolate
Bayou Road) with the centerline of Clear
Creek; thence south for a distance of ap-
proximately 435 feet to the actual point of
beginning; thence continuing south a dis-
tance of approximately 941.36 feet; thence S
89°30’ W a distance of 3,421.29 feet; thence S
24°26' W a distance of 741.04 feet; thence N
89°30" E a distance of 722.04 feet; thence S
00°29°" E a distance of approximately 750
feet; thence S 86°01' W a distance of ap-
proximately 750 feet; thence S 83°21' W a
distance of approximately 1,610 feet; thence
N 76°59° W a distance of approximately 545
feet; thence N 73°14' W a distance of ap-
proximately 945 feet; thence N 83°14' W a
distance of approximately 230 feet; thence
N 87°44' W 2 distance of approximately 205
feet;-thence S 77°16' W a distance of ap-
proximately 255 feet; thence S 80°46° W a
distance of approximately-350 feet; thence S
84°20° W a distance of approximately 260
feet; thence N 86°40’ W a distance of ap-
proximately 190 feet; thence N 88°40' W a
distance of approximately 800 feet; thence S
81°50° W a distance of approximately 400
feet; thence S 84°50" W a distance of ap-
proximately 640 feet; thence N 89°10' W a
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distance of approximately 540 {feet; thence S
60°00"° W a distance of approximately 610
feet; thence S 48°05' W a distance of ap-
proximately 450 fcet; thence N G009’ E a
distance of approximately 2,981.77 feet;
thence S 89°57’ E a distance of 1,244.40 feet:
thence N 00°15' W g distance of 207.76 feet;
thence N 83°18' E a distance of 76.00 f{eet;
thence S 89°57' E & distance of 1,366.95 fcet;
thence N 0020' E a distance of approxl-
mately 535 feet; thence N 71°00' E a distance
of approximately 125 feet; thence N 83°30' E
a distance of approximately 330 feet; thence
S 57°00' E a distance of approximately 175
feet; thence S 79°30" E a distance of approxi-
mately 107 feet; thence N 78°00' E a dictance
of approximately 118 feet; thence N 84°00° B
a distance of approximately 172 feet; thence
N 72°00" E a distance of approximately 137
feet; thence N 85'00' E g distance of ap-
proximately 106 feet; thence S 44'307E a
distance of approximately 200 fcet; thence S
79°00° E & distance of approximately 178
feet; thence S 71°45' E a distance of approxi-
mately 258 feet; thence S 88°00' E a distance
of approximately 260 feet; thence S 74°10"' B
a distance of approximately 960 feet; thence
S 71°20" E a distance of approximately 305
feet; thence S 04°20" E a distance of approxl-
mately 90 feet; thence S 43°00° W a distance
of approximately 195 feet; thence S 36°30°
W a distance of approximately 135 feet;
thence S 23°00° W a distance of approxi.
mately 120 feet; thence N 40°00° E a distance
of approximately 250 feet; thonce N 53°00' B
a distance of approximately 120 feet: thenee
N 22°30’ E a distance of approximately 250
{eet; thence S 46°30" E a distance of approxl-
mately 112 feet; thence S 65°30' E a distance
of approximately 185 feet; thence S 11°30' E
a distance of approximately 45 fcet; thence
S 40700 E a distance of approzimately 65
feet; thence S 24°00° W a distance of ap-
proximately 60 feet; thence S 08°45' 2 a dis-
tance of approximately 110 fcet; thence S
21°60° W a distance of cpproximately 140
feet; thence S 12°30' E a distance of approxl-
mately 152 feet; thence S 04°45° W o dis-
tance of approximntely 125 feet; thence 8
14°00' E a distance of approximately 40 feet;
thence N 23700’ £ a distance of approxi-
mately 32 feet; thence N 08°00" E a distance
of approximately 123 fcet; thence N 08°15°
W o distance of approximately 150 feat;
thence N 16°45' E a distance of approxl-
mately 110 feet; thence IV ¢4°30" E a distance
of approximately 120 feet; thence W 34°20' B
a distance of approximately 83 fect; thence
N 65°00' E a distance of approximately 120
feet; thence N 72°30' E a distance of op-
proximately 535 feet; thence 27 656°30' E o
distance of approximately 340 feet; thence
N 175°20' E a distance of opproximately 220
feet; thence § 22°42° W a distance of ap-
proximately 600 feet; thence S 67°32' E a
distance of 1,014.97 feet; thence N 24°09° E a
distance of spproximately 285 feet; thence
N 65°10" E a distance of approximately 85
feet; thence N 24°45' E a distance of ap-
proximntely 155 fect; thence ¥ 52°30° E ¢
distance of approximately 85 feet; thence N
7900 E a distance of approximately 370
feet; thence N 89°43° E o distance of ap-
proximately 445 feet; thence S 84°00° E a
distance of approximately 380 feet; thence S
88°00' E a distonce of approximately 275
feet; thence S 72°00’ E a distance of approxd-
mately 125 feet; thence N 8230’ E o dictance
of approximately 150 feet; thence N72'60° E
a distance of approximately 220 feet; thence
N 89°40' E a distance of approximately 340
feet; thence S 81°15' E a distance of approxl-
mately 225 feet; thence S 77T°00’ E a distance
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of approximately 2935 feet; thence S 8330 E
a distance of approximately 79 feet to the
actual point of beginning, excluding the
right-of-way for State Hizhway 288, as
shown on a survey plat of the H.S. Trous-
dale et ux 1,022.294 acre tract, surveyed
July 1970.

The property is in zone C.

(Natlonal Flocd Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIIX of Bousing and Urban Develspment
Act of 1968), effective January 23, 1869 (33
¥R 17804, November 28, 1963), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: June 6, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIAMENEZ,
Federal Insurance A@ministrator.

[FR Duoc. 78-18021 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
{Daocket No. FI-3012]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Letier of Map Amendment for the
County of Harris, Tex,

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published 2 list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
meops identifying special flocd hazard
areas. This list included the county of
Bearris, Tex. It has been determined by
FIA, after acquiring additional flocod
information and after further techni-
cal review of the Flood Insurance Rafe
Map for the county of Harris, Tex.
that certain property is not within the
speclal flocd hazard area. This map
amendment, by establishing that the
subject property is not within the spe-
cial flood hazard area, removes the re-
quirement to purchase flood insurance
for that property as a condition of
Federal or federally related finanecial
assistance for construction or acquisi-
tion.purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Erimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581, or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flpod insurance as 2 condi-
tion of Faderal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for eonstruction or
acqulsition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner fromx maintaining flood insur-
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ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the policy year. The premium
refund may be obtained through the

. insurance agent or broker who sold

the policy, or from the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O.
Box 34294, Bethesda, Md. 20034,
phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with § 1920.7(b):

Map No. H & I 480287B panel 69,
published on June 29, 1977, in 42 FR
33233, indicates that Lots 1 through
31, Block 2; Lots 1 through 31, Block 3;
Lots 1 through 27, Block 4; Lots 19
through 34, Block 5, Lots 1 through 5,
Block 6; Section 1, Williamsburg Set-
tlement, Harris County, Tex., as re-
corded in Plat Volume 241, Page 95, in
the Office of the clerk of the County
Court of Harris County, Tex., are
within the Special Flood Hazard Area.

Map No. H & I 480287B Panel 69 is
hereby corrected to reflect that the
above lots are not within the Special
Flood Hazard Area identified on July
30, 1976. The lots are in Zone C.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’'s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: May 17, 1978.

GLoria M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Adminisirator.

[FR Doc. 78-18022 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
(Docket No. FI-30121

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
County of Harris, Tex.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTIONxFinal rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included the county of
Harris, T'ex. It has been determined by
FIA, after acquiring additional flood
information and after further techni-
cal review of the Flood Insurance Rate
Map for the county of Harris, Tex.,
that certain property is not within the
Special Flood Hazard .Area. This map
amendment, by establishing that the
subject property is not within the Spe-
cial Flood Hazard Area, removes the
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requirement to purchase flood insur-
ance for that property as a condition
of Federal or federally related finan-
cial assistance for construction or ac-
quisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
-Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that-no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same year. The premium
refund may be obtained through the
insurance agent or broker who sold
the policy, or from the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O.
Box 34294, Bethesda, Md. 20034,
phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below -
- are in accordance with §1920.7(b):

Map No. H&I 480287B Panel 40, pub-
lished on June 29, 1977, in 42 ¥R
33233, indicates that the Barbara
Curtin Pace Tand Tract located in
Harris County, Tex., and recorded in
the Deed, Film Code No. 177-16-1516.
and -the 85.35 acre Roebuck tract lo-
cated in Harris County, Tex., and re-
corded In the deed, Deed Volume 2734,
page 195; in the Office of the Clerk of
Harris County, Tex. are within the
Special ¥Flood Hazard Area.

Map No. H&I 4802878 Panel 40 is
hereby corrected to reflect that por-
tions of the Barbara Curtin Pace Land
'II‘ract which can be described as fol-
OwWSs:

Beginning at an axle found for the north-
west corner of the Francis Survey and
southwest corner of the A. Kennon Survey,
Abstract 494, and being the northwest
corner tract Herein described; thence S.
00°15'01” E., along the west line of the said

Francis Survey and a meandering fence, & -

distance of 1,778.70 feet, to a T-rail for the
southwest corner of the tract being de-
scribed and being interior corner of the said
Francis Survey; thence N. 89°33'44” E., along
fence line, the south line of the said August
Mueller Tract, a distance of 840.00 feet, to a
& inch iron bar found for the corner; thence
N. 00°39'31” W., a distance of 240.00 feet, to
a % inch iron bar set for the comner; thence
N. 89°33'44' E., along fence line, a distance
of approximately 388 feet to a point; thence
N. 32° W., approximately 280 feet to a point;

thence N, 59°30° W., approximately 625 feet -

to a point; thence N. 2°30' W., approximate-
1y 580 feet to a point; thence N. 37° W., ap«
proximately 460 fect to a point on the gouth
line of the A. Kennon Survey, Abstract 494;
thence S. 89°58'29" W., approximately 250
feet to the point of beginning;

and the 85.35 acre Roebuck Tract are
not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area identified on July 30, 1976. The
properties are in Zone C.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (T]tle
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and the Secretary’s
delegation of authority to Jedernl Insure
ance Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: June 9, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18023 Flled 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
[Docket No. FI-3875]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP
CORRECTION

Letier of Map Amendment for the
City of Winderest, Tex.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a 1ist of com-
munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This-list included the city of
Winderest, Tex. It has been detere
mined by FIA, after acquiring oddi-
tional flood information and after fur-
ther technical review of the Flood In-
surance Rate Map for the city of
Windcrest, Tex. that certain property
is not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area. This map amendment, by estab-
lishing that the subject property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Aren,
removes the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a |
condition of Federal or federally relat- '
ed financial assistance for construc«
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W, Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
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now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same policy year. The pre-
mium refund may be obtained
through the insurance agent or broker
who sold the policy, or from the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) at: P.O. Box 34294, Bethesda,
Md. 20034, phone: 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b):
Map No. H&I 480689A Panel 01, pub-
lished on February 13, 1978, in 43 FR
6075, indicates that Lots 1 through 32,
Block 61, Unit 17, Windcrest, Tex., as
recorded in Volume 6200, page 119;
Lots 1 through 10, Block 51, Unit 16;
as recorded in Volume 5970, page 124;
Tots 3, 9, 10, 11, 16, and 17, Block 96,
Unit 23: as recorded in Volume 7000,
page 168; Lots 5 and 6, Block 71, Lot 8,
Block 69, Lots 9 and 10, Block 70, Unit
19; as recorded in Volume 6500, page
47, in the Office of the Records of
Deeds and Plats of Bexar County,
Tex., are within the Special Flood
Hazard Area.

Map No. H&I 480689A "Panel 01 is
hereby corrected to reflect that Lots 1
through 32; Block 61, Unit 17; Lots 4
through 10, Block 51, Unit 16; Lots 3,
9, 10, 11, 16, and 17, Block 96, Unit 23;
Tots 5 and 6, Block 71, Unit 19; are not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area
identified on August 5, 1977, but are in
Zone C; and the structures on Irots 1
through 3, Block 51, Unit 16; Lot 8,
Block 69, Unit 19; and Lots 9 and 10,
Block 70, Unit 19; are not within the
Special Flood Hazard Area identified
on August 15, 1977, but are in Zone B.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XTI of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and the Secretary's del-
egation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719).

Issued: May 17, 1978.

; GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administraior.

[FR Doc. 78-18024 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
- [Docket No. FI-3012]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
City of Alexandria, Va.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD,

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
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munities for which the Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying Special Flood Hazard
Areas. This list included the city of Al-
exandria, Va. It has been determined
by FIA, after acquiring additional
flood information and after further
technical review of the Flood Insur-
ance Rate Map for the city of Alexan-
dria, Va., that certain property is not
within the Special Flood Hazard Area.
‘This map amendment, by establishing
that the subject property is not within
the Special Flood Hazard Area, re-
moves the requirement to purchase
flood insurance for that property as a
condition of Federal or federally relat-
ed financial assistance for construc-
tion or acquisition purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 28, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has
been paid on the policy in question
during the same year. The premium
refund may be obtained through the
insurance agent or broker who sold
the policy, or from the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O.
Box 34294, Bethesda, Md. 20034,
phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b):
Map No. H&I 515519A Panel 06, pub-
lished on June 29, 1977, in 42 FR
33235, indicates that the property of
William S. Banks, et al., as recorded in
Deed Book 789, pages 408 and 409; a
Subdivision of Parcel 3009-01, as re-
corded in Plat Book 659, pages 180
through 183; a Suhdivision of a Por-
tion of the Land of the Southern Rail-
way Co., as recorded in Plat Book 835,
pages 685 through 696; and the prop-
erty delineated on the plat showing
boundary adjustment between the
lands of the Southern Railway Co. and
Charles R. Hooff, Jr., and Bernard M.
Fagelson, et al, as recorded in Plat
Book 836, pages 686 through 688; all
heing located in Alexandria, Va., and
recorded In the Office of the Clerk of
the Circuit Court of Alexandria, Va.,
are located within the Special Flood
Hazard Area.
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Map No. H&I 515519A Panel 06 is
hereby corrected fo reflect that 2 por-
tion of the above-mentioned property
deeded to William S. Banks, et al., and
described as follows:

Cemmencing at a point being the intersec-
tion of the centerlines of Mill Road and Ei-
sephower Avenue, thence S. 19°30° W., ap-
proximately 233 feet to the actual point of
beginping; thence 8. 73°30° E., approximate-
1y 76 feet to a point; thence 8, 15°30° E., ap-
proximately 167 feet to a point; thence N.
83°00" K\, epproximately 116 feet to a peint;
thence S, §3°31'32* E., approximately 511
foct to a point: thence S. 72°00° E., approxi-
mately 144 feet to a point; thence S.
69°31'32" E., approximately 130 feet to a
rolnt; thence S. 44°21'32” E., approximately
105 feet to 2 pelnt; thence S. 31°30° E., ap-
proximately 116 feel to z point; thence S.
50'30° E., appraoximately 165 feet to a point;
thence S. 25°00° E,, approximately 130 feet
to a polnt; thence N. 54°30° W, approximate-
1y 136 feet to a point; thence S, 31°00° W, ~
approximately 48 fcet to a point; thence S.
88'30° W., approximately 76 feet to a point;
thence N. §8°30° W., appraximately 164 feet
to a point; thence S. 700" E,, approximately
&0 feet to a point; thence S. 56°08° W., ap-
proximately 166 feet to a point; thence N.
61°00° W, approximately 312 feet to a point;
thence S, 42°00° W, approximately 34 feet
to a polnt; thence . 61°30° W, approximate-
1y 833 fect to a point; thence N, 5°30° E., ap-
proximately 47 fect to a point; thence N.
G1°30° W, approximately 54 feet to a point;
thence S. 2°00' W., approximately 50 feet to
@ point; thence S. 71°00° W, approximately
76 feet to a point; thence N. 65°00° W., ap-
proximately 217 feet to a peoint; thence N.
6°00° W., approximately 116 feet to a point;
thence S, 52°00° W., approximately 143 feet
to a point; thence 14, 70°00° W, approxtmate-
Iy 117 fect to a point; thence N. 45°1728“ E.,
spproximately 191.89 fect to a point; thence
N. 38’1828~ E., approximately 413.00 feet to
a point; thence S. 89°5532” E., approximate-
1y 85 fect to 2 point; thence S. 29°00° E, ap-
proximately 120 feet to a point; thence N.
65°30° E., approximately 158 feet to a peint,
belng the actual point of beginning,

is not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area, but isin ZonesBand C.

Also a portion of the two parcels of
land shown on the subdivision of a
portion of land of the Southern Rail-
way Co. and the plat showing a bound-
ary adjustment between the Iands of
the Southern Railway Co. and Charles
R. Hooff, Jr., and Bernard M. Fagel-.
son, et al,, which can be described as
follows, based on the Virginia Grid
North:

Commencing at a point befng the intersee-
tion of the centerline of Duke Street (Route
236) and the westerly right-of~way line of
Holland Lane, thence In a southerly diree-
tion along the westerly right-of-way line of
Holland Lane approximately 411 feet to a
point, being the actual-point of beginning;

thence S. 8°25'20° W., approximately
606.00 fect to a polnt; thence S. 79°28'40” E.,
approxzimately 146 feet to a point; thence S.
1130 W., approzimately 235 feet to a point;
thence S. 25730 W., approximately 178 feet
to a point; thence S. 9°00° W, approximately
1,448 feet to a point; thence N. 68°00° W, ap-
proximately 5§70 feet to a point; thence N.
26°30° W.. approximately 388 feet to z point;
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thence N, 39°30° W., approximately 46 feet
to a point; thence N. 6°42'35" W., approxi-
mately 12 feet to a point; thence N.
25°29'03" W., approximately 118.53 feet to a
point; thence N. 47°40'32" W., approximately
76.74 feet to a point; thence N. 59°15°52" W.

approximately 43.05 feet to a point; thence
N. 61°11'21” W., approximately 45.65 feet to
a point; thence N. 46°50'51"« W., approxi-
mately 43.86 feet to a point; thence N.
53°03'40" W., approximately 166.40 feet to a
point; thence N, 66°27'24” W., approximately
65 feet to a point; thence N. 55°30° W., ap-
proximately 787 feet to a point; thence N.
72°28'63" W., approximately 61.09 feet to a
point; thence N. 6°10'40" W., approximately
1329.26 feet to a point; thence S. 83°13'40"
E., approximately 825.47 feet to a point;
thence S. 81°34'40" E., approximately
1132.89 feet to a point; thence N. 8°25'20" E.

approximately 50.00 feet to a point; thence
S. 81°34'40" E., approximately 240.70 feet to
a point, being the actual point of beginning,

is not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area, but is in Zones B and C.

Also a portion of the Subdivision of
Parcel 3009-01, which can be described
%s fgllllows, based on the Virginia Grid

or

Beginning at a point being the intersec-
tion of the easterly right-of-way line of Mill
Road and the centerline of Eisenhower
Avenue, thence S. 6°10'40" E., approximate-

ly 230 feet to a point; thence N. 72°28'22" -

* W., approximately 337.40 feet to a point;
thence S. 52°68'03” W., approximately 316.54
feet to a point; thence S. 6°81'30” W,, ap-
proximately 112.04 feet to a point; thence S.
49°00'10" W., approximately 339 feet to a
point; thence N, 69°30' W.,, approximately 63
feet to a point; thence N. 10°30' E., approxi-
mately 34 feet to a point; thence N. 75°00
‘W., approximately 283 feet to a point;
thence N. 69°30' W,, approximately 346 feet
to 2 point; thence N. 39°30"" W., approxi-
mately 157 feet to a point; thence N. 72°00’

W., approximately 64 feet to a point; thence -

S. 33°00° W., approximately 71 feet to a
point; thence N. 57°00° W., approximately
108 feet to a point; thence N. 15°00' W., ap-
proximately 127 feet to a point; thence S.
'74°00' W., approximately 140 feet to a point;
thence N. 54°30' W.,, approximately 147 feet
to a point; thence N. 17°30' W., approximate-
ly 294 feet to a point; thence N. 65°00" W,
approximately 185 feet to a point! thence N.
17°33’ 30" W., approximately 102 feet to a
point;

thence N. 81°00' E. approximately 214
feet to a point; thence N. 51°40'10” E., ap-
proximately 350.08 feet to a point; thence N.
79°15'16” E., approximately 1245.77 feet to a
point; thence N. 3°17'23” W., approximately
123.39 feet to a point; thence N. 78°14°'17"
W., approximately 185.48 feet to a point;
thence N. 10°48'43” W., approximately 75.96
feet to a point; thence S. 77°08'43” E., ap-
proximately 172.97 feet to a point; thence S.
6°10'40” E., approximately 317.08 feet to a
point; thence N. 87°23'20” E., approximately
250.49 feet to a point; thence S. 6°10'40” E.,
approximately 192 feet to a point being the
point of beginning,

is not within the Special Flood Hazard
Area, but is in Zone B.

All of the above properties were
identified on October 22, 1976.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28; 1969 (33
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FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delega-
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad-
ministrator 43 FR 7719.0

Issued: May 17, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18025 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4210-01]
{Docket No. FI-3012]

PART 1920—PROCEDURE OF MAP
AMENDMENT CORRECTION

Letter of Map Amendment for the
County of Fairfax, Va.

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance
Administrator published a list of com-
munities for which the -Federal Insur-
ance Administration (FIA) published
maps identifying special flood hazard
areas. This list included the county of
Fairfax, Va. It has been determined by
FI1A, after acquiring additional flood
information and after further techni-

. cal review-of the Flood Insurance Rate

Map for the county of Fairfax, Va.,
that certain property is not within the
special flood hazard area. This map
amendment, by establishing that the
subject property is not within the spe-
‘cial flood hazard area, removes the re-
quirement to purchase flood insurance
for that property as a condition of
Federal or federally related financial
assistance for construction or acquisi-
tion purposes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant
Administrator, Office of Flood In-
surance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-5581, or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
If a property owner was required to
purchase flood insurance as a condi-
tion of Federal or federally related fi-
nancial assistance for construction or
acquisition purposes, and the lender
now agrees to waive the property
owner from maintaining flood insur-
ance coverage on the basis of this map
amendment, the property owner may
obtain a full refund of the premium
paid for the current policy year, pro-
vided that no claim is pending or has

Insurance Program (NFIP) at: P.O,
Box 34294, Bethesda, Md. 20034,
phone 800-638-6620.

The map amendments listed below
are in accordance with §1920.7(b);
Map No. H & I 515525C, panel 18, pub-
lished on June 29, 1977, in 42 FR
33235, indicates that lot 63, sectlon 1,
Canterbury Woods Subdivision, Fair-

. fax County, Va., also known as 8503

Canterbury Drive, as recorded in the
deed, deed book 3799, page 404, in the
Office of the Clerk of the Circuit
Court, Fairfax County, Va., is within
the special flood hazard area.

Map No. H&I 515525C, panel 18, s
hereby corrected to reflect that the
existing structure located on the above
property is not within the special
flood hazard drea identified on May
14, 1976. The structure is in zone C.

(Natfonal Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XTII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1069 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele«
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.)

Issued: June 9, 1978.

GLORIA M. JIMENEZ,
Federal Insurance Administretor.

iFR Doc. '718-18026 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 ain)

[7532-01] ’

CHAPTER XXIV—NATIONAL
COMMISSION ON NEIGHBORHOODS

PART 4000—PRIVACY ACT
IMPLEMENTATION

AGENCY: National Commlsslon on
Neighborhoods. .

ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: The National Commls-
sion on Neighborhoods announces the

adoption of regulations, to implement
the Privacy. Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. 5528)

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978,
CONTACT PERSON: '

Robert L. Kuttner, Executive Direc-
tor-Designate, 2000 K Street NW.,
- Suite 350, Washington, D.C. 200086,
202-632-5200.

~ A new chapter is established to read

been paid on the policy in question .

during the same year. The premium
refund may be obtained through the
insurance agent or broker who sold
the policy, or from the National Flood

as set forth above, and part 4000 is
now added to title 24 of the CFR as
set forth beginning at page 20511 in
the FepERAL REGISTER on May 12, 1978.

. JONATHAN STEIN,
Administrative Officer.

Epirorial Nore—~Under the provislons of
Pub. L. 95-24, 91 Stat. 59, 42 U.8.C. 1441
note, the National Commission on Nelghe«
borhoods will expire prior to April 1, 1979,
unless extended by the Congress. April 1,
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1979 is the revision date for title 24 of the
Code of Federal Regulations.

{FR Doc. 78-18142 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[7532-01] T

PART 4001—OQRGANIZATION AND
INFORMATION

Implementation of Freedom of
Information Act

AGENCY: National Commission on
Neighborhoods.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The National Commis-
sion on Neighborhoods announces the
adoption of regulations, to implement
the Freedom of Information Act (5
U.S.C. 552).

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1978.
CONTACT-PERSON:

Robert L. Kuttner, Executive Direc-
tor-Designate, 2000 K Street NW.,
Suite 350, Washington, D.C. 20006,
202-632-5200.

Part 4001 is now added to title 24 of
the CFR as set forth beginning at
page 20512 in the FEpERAL REGISTER on
May 12, 1978.

JoNATEAN STEIN,
Administrative Officer.

EprroriaL Nore—Under the provisions of
Pub. L. 95-24, 91 Stat. 59, 42 U.S.C. 1441
note, the National Commission on Neigh-
borhoods will expire prior to April 1, 1979,
unless extended by the Congress. April 1,
1972 is the revision date for title 24 of the
Code of Federal Regulation,

[FR Doc. 78-18143 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-14]

Title 33—Navigation and Navigable
Waters

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD,
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

[CGD 78-003]

PART 110—ANCHORAGE
REGULATIONS

Disestablishment of Anchorage
Grounds, Hampton Roads, Va., and
Adjacent Waters

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. .
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is dises-
tablishing the temporary anchorages
in Hampton Roads, Va. These tempo-
rary anchorages were established be-
tween 1971 and 1973 to accommodate
barges and floating contruction equip-
ment used in the construction of the
second Hampton Roads Bridge-
Tunnel. The Bridge-Tunnel has been
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completed, therefore the anchorages
are no longer needed.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment
is effective on July 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Captain George K. Greiner, IMarine
Safety Council (G-CMC/81), Room
8117, Department of Transportation,
Nassif Building, 400 Seventh Street
SW. Washington, D.C. 20580, 202-
426-1471.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATIOIN:
On March 17, 1971, (36 FR 5042) the
Coast Guard established two anchor-
age grounds in Hampton Roads, Va.
for the anchoring of barges used in
the contruction of the second Hamp-
ton Roads Bridge-Tunnel. On April 28,
1971 (36 FR 7970) two additional an-
chorages were established for use of
construction barges and floating
equipment required for construction.
Subsequently, on May 16, 1873, (38 FR
12804) the {irst anchorare woas en-
larged, and a {ifth anchorage was es-
tablished.

The construction of the second
Hampton Roads Bridge-Tunnel has
now been completed. The Virginia De-
partment of Highways, and the con-
tractors, Tidewater Construction Corp.
and the Norfolk Dredging Co., have
advised the Coast Guard that the an-
chorages are no longer needed. Ac-
cordingly, the five anchorages are
being disestablished. Since the anchor-
ages involved were only used by the
contractors working on the Brldge-
Tunnel Complex, the Coast Guard has
determined that it is unnecessary to
go through the rulemaking require-
ments under 5 U.S.C. §53.

This regulation has been reviewed
under DOT Notice 78-1 “Improving
Government Regulations” (43 FR
9582) and a final evaluation hoas been
prepared and is avallable for viewing
at the address indicated above. Draft-
ing information: The principal persons
involved in drafting this rule are: Mr.
D. W. Ziegfeld, Project Manger, Office
of Marine Environment and Systems,
and Mr. S, D. Jackson, Project Attor-
ney, Office of Chief Counsel.

§110.168 [Amended)

In concsideration of the foregoing,
110.168 (aX(8), (aX9), @X1M, (ay1l,
and (a)12) of part 110 of title 33 of
the Code of Federal Regulations are
deleted.

Nore.~The Coast Guard has delermined
that this document daes not contain a
major proposal requiring preparation of an
Inflation Impact Statoment under Esecu-
tive Order 11821 and OMB Circular A-167.

(Sec. 17, 39 Stat. 1053, as amended, (33 U.S.C.
471); sec. 6(g)(1) 80 Stat, 940, (49 U.S.C.
1655¢(g)(1); 49 CFR 1.46 (e)t1))
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Dated: June 22, 1978.

J.B. Havrs,
Admiral, U.S. Coast
Guard, Commandant.

(FR Dae. 78-16156 Fil23 6-23-72; 8:45 am1

[7710-12]
Title 39—Pastal Service

CHAPTER I—UNITED STATES POSTAL
SERVICE

PART 111—GENERAL INFORMATION
ON POSTAL SERVICE

Cettifications by Nonprofit Third-
Class Bulk Mailers

AGENCY: Postal Service.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule adds a sentence
to section 134.57 of the Postal Service
Manual referencing two Postal Service
forms filed by nonprefit third-class
bulk mailets with the Postal Service at
the time of mailing; no change is made
to the substance of section 134.57. The
referenced forms have also been re-
vised to advise nonprofit mailers of ap-
plicable requirements and to require
express certification from such mailers
that they are in compliance with perti-
nent postal regulations.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 1,
1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Harold J. Hughes, 202-245-4612.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On August 4, 1977, the Postal Service
published for comment in the FEbErAL
REGISTER, 42 FR 39411, a proposed ad-
dition to section 134.57 of the Postal
Service IManual, and to two postal
forms, as deseribed above. These
changes were proposed sz aresult of 2
settlement agreement in two law suits.
In those law suits it wes alleged that
certain named and unnomed organiza-
tions which were permitted to engzge
in third-class bulk rate mailings had
violated section 134.57 of the Postal
Service NIanual by maziling matter
other than their own, or by mailing
matter on behalf of or produced for
organizations not qualified as third-
class permit holders, or by engaging in
cooperative mailings with other orga-
nizations nat qualified 2s third-clacs
permit holders. As 2 result of this liti-
gation, it was determincd that a third-
class permit holder had moiled matter,
under its permit, on behalf of another
organization not qualified o be a
third-clacs permit holder, that this vio-
Iated section 134.57, and that no regu-
lation, procedure, or practice existed
requiring a nonprofit  third-class
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permit holder to make an affirmative
representation of compliance with sec-
tion 134.57 when presenting a mailing
to the Postal Service. The parties to
that litigation believed that a regula-
tory change such as that offered for
comment by the Postal Service would
serve to advise nonprofit mailers of
pertinent regulations, and might deter
unwitting violations of section 134.57
in the future; accordingly, the settle-
ment agreement provided for a rule-
making procedure in this regard.

The Postal Service received two com-
ments in response to its August 4
notice. One commenter approved of
the proposal but indicated that the
Postal Service should be even more
stringent. The second commenter ob-
jected to the proposed revisions for
four reasons. This commenter believed
that criminal “false statement” sanc-
tions were inconsistent with the Postal
Service’s position in litigation while its
law suit challenging the Postal Ser-
vice’s jurisdiction to issue section
134.57 was on appeal. This commenter
also expressed the opinion that cur-
rent Postal Service procedures for re-
solving disputes concerning the con-
tent of third-class mail had not been
shown to be so ineffective as to justify
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criminal sanctions, and that the ambi-
guity of section 134.57 made such
sanctions unfair and unreasonable.

" On the basis of the comments re-
ceived, its own experience with third-
class mail, and further internal consid-
eration of the proposed changes, the
Postal Service has decided to adopt its
proposed changes with only a minor,
clarifying change in wording in the
sentence which is added to section
134.57. In regard to the comments of
the sole objecting commenter, the
Postal Service believes such comments
to be based on a misunderstanding of
18 U.S.C. 1001, and of the proposed re- ..
vision. Violation of 18 U.S.C., 1001 re-
quires intent, as shown by the require-
ment that falsification be “knowingly
and willfully” made. Accordingly, the

criminal sanctions which worry the ob- -

jecting commenter would apply only
where the falsehood was intended and
deliberate. A prosecutor would not
meet his burden of proof where a false
representation resulted from a good -
faith misapprehension due to an as-
serted ambiguity in the Postal Ser-
vice’s mailing requirements.

Moreover, the “false statement”
sanctions statement already has for
some time appeared on forms 3602 and

3602-PC and is not an addition or revi-
sion proposed by the August 4, 1977,
FepERAL REGISTER notice. As {t now ap-
pears, this statement warns of the
criminal penalties applicable to “will-
ful entry of false, fictitious or fraudu«
lent statements or representations”
under 18 U.S.C. 1001, The provislons
and penalties of section 1001 would
apply whether or not the Postal Serv-
ice printed this warning on its forms.

Finally, the Postal Service’s authori«
ty to issue section 134.57, Postal Serv-
ice Manual, has been sustained in Na-
tional Retired Teachers Associalion v.
United States Postal Service, 430 ¥\
Supp. 141 (D.D.C. 1977), in which the
court found “that § 134,57 fully com-
ports with the spirit of the special rate
legislation and was necessary to pre-
vent abuse of the existing program.”
The present revisions make no sub-
stantive change in section 134,57, ‘The
Postal Service believes its revisions are
necessary to bring the requirementd of
pertinent postal regulations to the at-
tention of mailers, and “to prevent
abuse of the existing program.”

Copies of the forms 3602 and 3602-
PC with the certifications are repro-
duced below.
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FONM ZONE RATED MAIL USE PS FORM 3605,

MAILER: Completc all Hems by typewiiler, pen or [FERMIT RO,
U.8. POSTAL BERVICE Indelible pencil, Prepae In duplicate If jeceipt s
STATEMENT OF MAILING desired, .
Check for Instructions from your postmaster regard-
BULK RATES Ing box Jabelled “RCA Offices™, NUMBER OF
OTHER CON-
POST OFriCE - :)ATI RECEIFT HO, SACKS |TOAYS oTHER C
O Jsr-Letters, written 0 3rd-Circulors and other Y [ 3rd-Deoks or catalogs of
matfcr, post cards, printed malter. 24 pages or more,
of presort discount [ 3rd-HMercliandise less than secds, etc, less than 16 072, ree
rate. ) . 16 o2s. Ollices: -
28?.‘55'};"(?n?n'3¢§’e“z‘i?rsc°o§¢}’5“""" TELEFHONE NO, Postoge is being patd by: D Pre-conceled Meter
. : {Check one) Stanps Stamps
Number of pieces 1a . e
' in mailing: Welzht of a slngle picce: o
O Check if non-profit under 134.5, PSM* Postage cliargcable per plece: ¢
€55 OF INDIVIDUAL Of OHGANIZA- HECK HERE ey " :
;‘.‘;,",‘F,‘:;.‘:’w';ﬁ?.'.‘ o S D Cll_l.CK HERE, if mailing Is not cligibie for discount and
(1f other than permil holder) mailer clects to pay the full sate.
- . PRESOHT DISCOUNT IF AFILICACLE
plecesat { discount
Mailer fother than authorized nonprofit organizatlon) must clicek hicre whether his totol mailings mede ot bulk O ves O o
third-class rates ol all post offices, undcr any name or perniil, for the currcit colender year, excecd 250,000 piczes.
* The sionature of a_nonprofit mailer certifies that: (1) 4he mailing does not violale section 124,57, FSM; and (2) 0aly
the mailér's natter i1s being mailec; end(>) This 15 not cnrgrau','e‘raxlmg with ather porsens of eraanizations that
are not entitled to special bulk mailing eravilejes; and ?43 This rmliny has nob becn unfertaken by thé mailer on benalf
of or produced for another person or organization that is ndt cntilled 43 speeial bulk eailing srivileges.
SIGNA;BKEZ‘;;ERMIT HOI'.DéR OR AGS}H‘ (uém principol and egenl are llﬁc foreny posloge deflciency incurred} |TELEPHONE MO,

_PS Form § Willful Eniry of folie, fictiilaus or fraudulent elafemenls or represeniallons ncreon punlshable
Juiy 1977 3602-PC by {ine up [0 $10,000 or Imprisonmaent up {0 & ycore, o boith {18 USC 1001).
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<FOR ZONE RATED MAIL USE PS FORM 3608

U.S, POSTAL BERVICE rf\]'A’ILER: Complete sll itcms by typewriter, pen o indelible | PRRMIT RO,
STATEMENT OF MAILING pencil. Prepare in duplicate If receipt Is desired. Check for In. :
structions from yous postmaster segarding box labelled “RCA
WITH PERMIT IMPRINTS '\ Offices™. NUMBER OF
PFOST OFFICE DATE RECEIPT NO, SACKS |TRAYS ggﬂfl\':ugiu

CHECK APPLICADLE

soxX 1at Closy aingle

plece rote

(W]

2nd—Newspapers and
+ O nicgazines enlered at
¢ Transient rule,

Dard—ﬂlerchandlae {css thon
16 ozs.

Ird—Dooks or catalogs of

QO Jdth Livrory rate
Dspectatl 41h rote

are nol entitled to special bulk mailing

of or produced for another person or organization

Presorted 1t Jrd~Clrculure and other  [J%4 upe el .
O internationol Closs rate D-P"l""-’d tmaller, efc.‘,“;'[';: than 16 oze. Dgf;"f}?ﬁ:‘ Speclat
NAME AMD ADDHESS OF PERMIT |TELEPHONE NO, |WEIGHT OF A SINGLE NO. PIECES IN RCA
HOLBER fInclude ZIP Code) PIECE POUND
oz. Officos:
' TOTAL IN MAILING RATE CHARGEABLE TOTAL FOSTAGK
PIECES POUNDS  |(piece AT
. ) . « { Orounp 418
O Check if non-profit under 134.5, PSM , .FIRST-CLASS PRESORT COMPUTATION (I/ opplicable)
ME AND ADDRESS OF INDIVIDUAL OR ORGANIZA- X X
SO FOR WhHICH MAILING 1S PHEPARED PRESORTED NO. PIECES » AMOUNT
{if olher than pennit holder} PIECES ¢ $ '
1 -mResiDuAL NO, PIECES + AT ANMOUNT
PIECES - ¢|$
i TOTAL COMPUTED NET POSTAGE semeed- |
Mailer fother than cuthorized nonprofit organization) must check here whether his total mailings made at bulk - O ves O wo
third-class rates at all post offices, under any name or permit, for the current calendar year, exceed 250,000 pleces.
* The signature of a.naporofit mailer cer i“ ies that: (1) The mailin c':.)es not violate section 134.57, PSM; and (2) Onl
the majlaris matier is Ecmg mnﬁcc‘; and tBS This ?s ng t) 4so?ﬁ.er;ti?/c mailing-with other pcrsong or/]rfarguni zatgor(m){huty

privileges; and
A that is

is_mailing has bo: been unceriaken by the mailer on bohulf
not entitled to special bulk mailing privileges,
4

CIGHATURE OF PEAMIT HOLDER OR AGENT (Joth principol and agent are liable for any poslage defivlency Incurred)

TELEFHONE HO,

PS5 Form
";')’ Jo77 3602

[

There being no other comments con-
cerning the proposed regulation, the
Postal Service adopts the_ following
amendments to the Postal Service
Manual, and revisions to PS forms
3602 and 3602-PC: -

PART 134—THIRD CLASS

In' part i34 of the Postal Service
Manual, add at the end of .57 the fol-
lowing sentence:

134,57 What May be Mailed at the Spe-
clal Bulk Third-class Rates for Qualified
Nonprofit Organizations. .

* * * * *

See Form 3602, Statement of Mailing with
Permit Imprints or Form 3602-PC, State-
ment of Mailing—Bulk Rates for the certifi-
cations required of nonprofit mailers for

maflings made under 134.57.

A Post .Office Services (Domestic)
transmittal letter making these
changes in the pages of the Postal
Service Manual will be published and
will be transmitted to subscribers
automatica]ly. These changes will be
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER as

provided in 39 CFR 111.3 (39 U.S.C.
401, 404).
Lovuis A. Cox,
General Counsel.

L[FR Doc. 78-18056 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am}

[6560-01] .
Title 40—Protection of Environment

CHAPTER |-ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

SUBCHAPTER B~-GRANTS AND OTHER
. FEDERAL ASSISTANCE

' [FRL 919-2]

PART 35-—STATE AND LOCAL
" ASSISTANCE

Subpart E—Grants for Construction of
Wastewater Treatment Works

AMENDMENT AND CORRECTION OF
ALLOTMENTS

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document estab-
lishes as a matter of public record that

~oprand

Willful Entey-of false, fictitivus or froudulent stotements or representations hereon punlshable
by fina up lo $10,000 or imprisonment up to 5 ycars, or both {18 USC 1001),

no funds allotted for fiscal years 1974
and 1975 on February 11, 1974, were
reallotted. EPA published a similar
statement on February 27, 1975, with
respect to fiscal year 1973 funds, In
addition, we are correcting the section
number of the allotment of authorlza-
tions for fiscal years 1979, 1980, and
1981 (43 FR 1598, January 10, 1978).

~ The section number used in that pro-

mulgation, §35.910-7, had already
been used for the allotment of fiscal
year 1977 Supplemental Appropri-
ations Act funds (42 FR 29482, June 9,
1977). We are making no substantive
changes. We are publithing these cor-
rections as final rules at this time so
that they will be included in the July
1, 1978, revision and codification of
Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regu-
lations.

DATES: Effective date: June 29, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Belle Davis, Grants Administration
Division (PM-216), Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20460, tele-
phone 202-755-0860.
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1. 40 CFR 35.910-3 is amended by
adding a new paragraph (e) to read as
follows:

§35.910-3 Fiscal years 1973 and 1974 al-
' lotments.

* * * = *

(e) No reallotment of sums allotted
for Fiscal Year 1974 was made after
June 30, 1975, inasmuch as each State
had fully exhausted its Fiscal Year
1974 allotment on or before June 30,
1975, in accordance with Section
205(b) of the Act.

2. 40 CFR 35.910-4 is amended by
“adding a new paragraph (d) to read as
follows:

§ 35.910-4 . Fiscal year 1975 allotments.

L I * * * *

(d) No reallotment of sums allotted
for fiscal year 1975 was made after
June 30, 1976, inasmuch as each State
had fully exhausted its fiscal year
1975 allotment on or before June 30,
1976, in aceordance with section 205(b)
of the act.

§35.910-7 [Redesignated as § 35.910-8]

3. 40 CFR 35.910-7, Allotments for
fiscal years 1978-1981, published in
the FepeErar, REGISTER on January 10,
1978 (43 FR 1598), is redesignated as
"§35.910-8.

Dated: June 9, 1978.

WiLLIAM DRAYTON,
Assistant Administrator for
Planning and Management.

Dated: June 22, 1978.

THOM;AS C. JOoRLING,
Assistant Administrator for
Water and Hazardous Materials.

[FR Doc. 78-18115 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6560-01]
SUBCHAPTER C—AIR PROGRAMS
[FRL 913-2]

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMUL-
GATION OF IMPLEMENTATION
PLANS

Missouri: Disapproval of State-Issued
Variance Submitted as Revision to
the Missouri State Implementation
Plan

RULES AND REGULATIONS

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: By this rulemaking, the
Administrator of EPA is taking final
action to disapprove a varlance which
was issued by the Missourl Air Conser-
vation Commission to Empire District
Electrie Co. and submitted to EPAasa
revision to the Missouri State Imple-
mentation Plan. The variance is being
disapproved due to deficlencies in the
underlying control strategy demon-
stration. Proposed disapproval of the
variance was published in the FEperaL
REGISTER on February 2, 1978.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This rulemaking
is effective June 29, 1978.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the variance
disapproved in this rulemaking, corre-
sponding EPA evaluation reports and
comments received in response to pro-
posed rulemaking are available for
public inspection during normal busi-
ness hours at the following locations:
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region VII, 1735 Baltimore, Kansas
City, Mo. 64108; Public Information
Reference TUnit, Library Systems
Branch, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street SW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20460.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Michael J. Sanderson or Gale A.
Wright, Legal Branch, Enforcement
Division, Environmental Protection
Agency, 1735 Baltimore, Kansas
Ci'tz%'. MMo. 64108, telephone 816-374-
2576. —

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The variance order which is the sub-
ject of this rulemaking action was sub-
mitted by the State of Missouri, pursu-
ant to section 110(a}(3) of the Clean
Air Act, as a revision to the ILIissourl
State Implementation Plan. The varl-

- ance was reviewed by EPA and deter-

mined to be unapprovable due to defi-
ciencies in the accompanying control
strategy demonstration o5 required
under 40 CFR 51.12. These deficlen-
cies are more specifically described in
the notice of proposed rulemaking
which was published in the FeEpeEraL.

REGISTER on February 2, 1978, (43 FR
4442),

On March 3, 1978, the Empire Dis-
trict Electric Co. submitted detailed
comments and modeling data specifi-
cally addressed to deficiencies in the
control strategy demonstration as
noted in the February 2 notice of pro-
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posed rulemaking. Additional com-
ments were submitted to the Missouri
Department of Natural Resources on
May 13, 1978, after the expiration of
the formal comment period. EPA has
not received any comments from the
State of Missouri regarding proposed
disapproval of the variance. Having re-
viewed all available information, in-
cluding that submitted by Empire Dis-
trict Electric Co. on March 3 and May
13, 1978, it Is EPA’s determination
that the variance for the Asbury
power plant is still unapprovable. Spe-
cifically, the variance does not restriet
emicsions from the Asbwry power
plant to 327.5 grams of particulate
matter per second, which is the emis-
sion rate assumed for purposes of
modeling the potential air quality
irapact during the term of the vari-
ance.

There are other deficiencies in the
air quality impact analysis, including
the failure to consider natural back-
ground levels for particulate matter in
the area impacted by source emissions.

This rulemaking will become effec-
tive irmmediately upon publication.
The agency finds that good cause
exists for not deferring the effective
date of this rulemaking since, pursu-
ant to 40 CFR 51.8, revisions of a state
fmplementation plan are not consid-
ered part of the applicable plan until
approved by the Administrator, and
disapproval of a state variance order
thus does not change the source’s un-
derlying obligation to comply with the
existing requirements of the approved
state implementation plan.

This rulemaking is promulgated pur-
suant to the a2uthority of section 110
of the Clean Air Act, as amended, 42
U.S.C. 7410.

Dated: June 20, 1978.

Barpara Broug,
Acting Administrator,
Entvironmenlal Protection Agency.

Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amend-
ed as follows:

Subpart AA—Missouri
1. In §52.1335, the table in para-

graph (b) is amended by adding the
following:

§52.1335 Compliance schedules.

» » » £ ] »

(b)‘ * P
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Date

Source Location Regulation involved
» adopted
Empire District Electric Co., Asbury J:oplin.........:....................... III (10 CSR 10-3.060)  Apr. 27, 1977.
Power Plant. . : V (10 CSR 10-3.080)
e [FR Doc. 78-18151 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]
[4910-59] Code of Federal Regulations by this

Title 49—Transporiation

CHAPTER V—NATIONAL HIGHWAY
TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRA-
TION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

[Docket No. LVM 77-01; Notice 3]

PART  531—PASSENGER  AUTO-
MOBILE AVERAGE FUEL ECONOMY
STANDARDS

Exemption From Average Fuel
Economy Standards -

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, Department of
Transportation.

ACTION: Final decision to grant ex-
emption from average fuel economy
standards.

SUMMARY: This notice exempting
Avanti Motor Corp. (Avanti) from the
generally applicable average fuel econ-
omy standard of 18.0 miles per gallon
(mpg) for 1978 model year passenger
automobiles and establishing an alter-
native standard is issued in response to
a petition by Avanti. The alternative
standard is 16.1 mpeg.

DATE: The exemption and alternative
standard apply in the 1978 model year.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Douglas Pritchard, Office of Auto-
motive Fuel Economy Standards,
National Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration, Washington, D.C.
20590, 202-755-9384. oo '

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The National Highway Traffic ‘Safety
Administration (NHTSA) is exempting
Avanti from the generally applicable
passenger automobile average fuel
economy standard for the 1978 model
year and establishing an  alternative
standard. A section specifying the
manufacturers which are exempted
from the generally applicable stand-
ards and the alternative standards ap-
plicable to those manufacturers in the
model years for which they are
exempted is added to part 531 of the
NHTSA regulations in title 49 of the

action.

This exemption is issued under the
authority of section 502(e) of title V of
the act. Section 502(e) provides that a
manufacturer of passenger auto-
mobiles that manufactures fewer than
10,000 vehicles annually’ may be
exempted from the generally applica-
ble average fuel economy standard if
that generally applicable standard is
greater than the low volume manufac-
turer’s maximum feasible average fuel
economy and if the NHTSA estab-
lishes an alternative standard applica-
ble to that manufacturer at the manu-
facturer’s maximum feasible average
fuel economy. In determining the
manufacturer’'s maximum feasible
average fuel economy, section 502(e)
of the act requires the NHTSA to con-
sider:

(1) Technological feasibility;

(2) Economic practicability;

(3) The effect of other Federal motor ve-
hicle standards on fuel economy; and

(4) The need of the Nation to conserve
energy.

This final rule was preceded by a
notice announcing the receipt of a pe-

- tition for exemption from the 1978

standard (42 FR 64163; December 22,
1977) and a proposed decision to grant
an exemption to Avanti for the 1978
model year (43 FR 18575; May 1,
1978). Only one comment on the
notice of receipt was submitted. That

commenter urged that Avanti be .

exempted “in the name of common
sense.” No comments were received on
NHTSA’s proposal to exempt Avanfti
from the generally applicable standard
of 18.0 mpg for the 1978 model year
and to establish an alternative stand-
ard for Avanti at 16.1 mpg during the
1978 model year.

Accordingly, in consideration of the
foregoing, Chapter V of Title 49, Code
of Federal Regulations, is amended to
read as set forth below.

The program official and attorney
principally responsible for the devel-
opment of this decision are Douglas
Pritchard and Stephen Kratzke, re-
spectively. ‘

(Sec. 9, Pub. L.89-670, 80 Stat. 931 (49
U.S.C. 1657); sec. 301, Pub. L. 94-163, 89
Stat. 901 (15 U.S.C. 2005); delegation of au-
thority at 41 FR 25015, June 22, 1976.)

\

{

Issued on June 21, 1978.

JoaN CLAYBROOK,
Administrator.

PART 531—AVERAGE FUEL ECONO-
MY STANDARDS FOR PASSENGER
AUTOMOBILES

1, §531.1 is amended to read as fol-
lows:

§531. Scope.

This part establishes average fuel
economy standards pursuant to sec.
tion 502 (a) and (¢) of the Motor Vehi-
cle Information and Cost Savings Act,
as amended, for passenger auto-
mobiles.

2. §531.5 is amended to read as fol-
lows:

§531.5 Fuel economy standards.

(a) Except as provided in paragraph
(b) of this section, each manufacturer
of passenger automobiles shall comply

“ with the following standards in the

model years specified:
’ Averaga fucl
economy stundard
(milés per gallon)
10.0
10.0
20,0
22.0
24.0
20.0

Model year:

1978
1979
1980
1981
1982
1983
1984 27,0
1985 and thereafter.uui. reescsstesssgtrissara 215

(b) The following manufacturers
shall comply with the standards indi-

. cated below for the specified model

years:
(1) Avanti Motor Corp.: -
Average fuel
cconomy slandard
Model year: (miles per gallon)
-1978 161

(FR Doc. 78-17T11 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[7035-01]

kK]

CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE )

.

COMMERCE COMMISSION 5.

SUBCHAPTER C—ACCOUNTS, RECORDS, AND
REPORYS

[No. 36730]

DESIGNATING A CLASS Il RAILROAD
FOR ACCOUNTING AND REPORT-
ING PURPOSES -

Decision
AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.
ACTION: Decision. .

SUMMARY: The Interstate Com-
merce Commission (Commission) de-
cided to designate a Class III railroad

1
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classification for accounting and re-
porting purposes. Class III will include
all railroads with annual operating
revenue of $10 million or less. Class IIT
will not be required to abide by the
Commission’s Uniform System of Ac-
counts but will be required to file an
annual report in accordance with Rail-
road Annual Report Form R-2 or such
other report designzted by the Com-
mission. This will reduce the account-
iniézsnd reporting burden of small rail-
roads. ’

DATES: Effective January 1, 1978,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Bryan Brown, Jr., Chief, Section
of Accounting, Bureau of Accounts,
Interstate Commerce Commission,
phone No.: 202-275-7448.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Additional information and/or a copy
of the Decision will be forwarded upon

request.
H. G. HoMxez, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.

It is ordered: 1. That parts 1201A,
1240, 1241 of title 49 of the Code of
Federal Regulations be amended to
read as shown below.

PART 1201A—UNIFORM SYSTEM OF
ACCOUNTS FOR RAILROAD COM-
PANIES .

Amend Part 1201A~Uniform System
of Accounts for Railroad Companies:

General Insiructions

Under “1-1 Classification of Carri-
ers,” the following revisions are made;
. f-'l Classification of Carriers, (a)

Class L** *

Class IL Carriers having annual op-
erating revenues less than $50 million
but in excess of $10 million.

Class III Carriers having annual op-
erating revenues of $10 million or less.

» - * L d *

(4165 Rahdiy

A2) If at the end of any calendar
year a carrier's annual operating reve-
nue is less than the minimum revenue
level for that class, and has been for 3
consecutive years, the carrier shall
adopt the accounting and reporting re-
quirements for the next lowest class.
Such adoption shall be effective as of
January 1 of the following year.

* L d * * *

@y*=*=* .

(¢) Class I carriers shall keep all of
the accounts of this system which are
applicable to their operations. Class IT
carriers shall keep all of the accounts
applicable to their operations except
that their accounts for operating ex-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

penses may be kept under the ac-
counts of the respective condensed
groupings provided for herein. Class
III are not required to maintain the
accounts of this system,

* . L . .

PART 1240—CLAS5ES OF CARRIERS

Amend Part 1240—Classes of Carrl-
ers:

Under “Subpart A—Railroads” the
following revisions are made:

§1240.1 Classification of rall carriers.

(3) L IR 2% 4

Class II Carriers having annual op-
erating revenues of less than $50 mil-
lion but in excess of $10 million.

Class. ITL Carriers having annual
;)perating revenue of $10 million or
€ss, .

* LJ L - .

(b)}(1)***

(2) If at the end of any calendar
year 3 carrier's annual operating rev-
enues is less than the minimum reve-
nue level for that class, and has been
for 3 consecutive years, the carrler
shall adopt the accounting and report-
ing requirements for the next lowest
class. Such adoption shall be effective
as of January 1 of the following year.

- - L L4 L]

——

PART 1241—ANNUAL, SPECIAL OR
PERIODIC REPORTS; CARRIERS
SUBJECT TO PART | OF THE INTER-
STATE COMMERCE ACT

Amend Part 1241—Annual, Special
or Perlodic Reports; Carrlers Subject
Ef gart I of The Interstate Comracrce

cf

Under §1241.12 “Annual reports of
class IT railroad companies,” alphabet-
ize the existing paragraph and add
paragraph (b).

§1241.12 Annual xeports of Classes If and
III railroad companties,

(a) Commencing with reports for the
year ended December 31, 1974, and
thereafter, until further order, all
line-haul and switching and termipal
companies of Class II, as defined in
§ 1240.1 of this chapter, subject to cec-
tion 20, part I of the Interstate Com-
merce Act, are required to file annual
reports in accordance with Raflroad
Anmnual Report Form R-2. Such
annual report shell be filed In dupli-
cate in the office of the Bureau of Ac-
counts, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20423, on or
before March 31, of the year following
the year which is belng reported.
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(b) Commencing with reports for the
year ending December 31, 1978, and
thereafter, until further order, all
line-haul and switching and ferminal
companies of class I, as defined in
§ 1240.1 of thiz chapter, subject to sec-
tion 20, part I of the Interstate Com-
merce Act, are required to file annual
report in accordance with Railroad
Annual Report Form R-2 or such
other report designated by the Com-
mission. Such report shall be filed in
duplicate in the ofiice of the Bureau
of Accounts, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423,
on or before March 31 of the year fol-
I%v::lng the year which Is being report-
€

[FR Dac. 78-18144 Filed 6-22-78; 8:45 am1

[4310-55]
Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries

CHAPTER I—U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE IN-
TERIOR

PART Z20—MIGRATORY BIRD
HUNTING

Possession of Shoishells Loaded With
Material Other Thon Steel Shot
While Taking Waterfowl in Non-
toxic Shot Zones.

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule prohibits the
possezzion of 12-gauge shotshells
loaded with any material other than
steel shot while hunting waterfowl in
dezignated nontoxic shot zones during
waterfowl hunting seasons commenc-
ing in 1978 and terminating in 1979. It
{s apparent that supplies of nonfoxic
ammunifion in gauges other than 12-
gauge will not be available in 1978.
Therefore, the ruling of 1977 allowing

possession of shells loaded with toxic .

shot in gauges other than 12-gauge
while hunting waterfowl in nontexic
shot zones i3 extended for an addition-
gl year. The nontozic shot zones fo
which this ruling relates were pub-
lizhed in the Freperar REGISTER onRt
February 28, 1978 (43 FR 8144-8149).

%FECI‘IVE DATE: September 1,
8.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Robert I. Smith, Special Projects
Coordinator, Oiffice of Migratory
Bird Management, Fish and Wildlife
Service, Department of the Interior,
Washington, D.C. 20240, 202-254-
3207.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
After reviewing the situation with re-
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spect to production and distribution of
shotshells loaded with steel shot, it is
apparent to the Service that supplies
of these shells in gauges other than
12-gauge will not be available in 1978.
Therefore, the Service will continue in
1978 with the regulations in 50 CFR
20.21¢j) as amended on August 2, 1977
(42 FR 39106). The only change in
wording being the year of implementa-
tion. The waterfowl hunting seasons
for which the rule is now applicable
are those commencing in 1978 and ter-
minating in 1979.

SUMMARY OF PuBLIC COMMENT AND
SERVICE RESPONSES

This rule was proposed on December
16, 1977. Public comments were re-
ceived from that date until January
31, 1978. During the comment period
six letters were received by the Serv-
ice. Four letters opposed the proposal
and two were in support of the propos-
al. Those opposed to the proposed reg-
ulation expressed two concerns.

1. The regulation is unfair to those
who use 12-gauge guns.

2. The regulation reduces the effec-
tiveness of nontoxic shot zones by peér-
mitting lead shot to be deposited there
by hunters using guns of gauges other
than 12-gauge.

In response to these objections the
Service believes that a phased imple-
mentation of steel shot for waterfowl

- hunting is the only practical and real-
istic manner in which lead poisoning
among waterfowl can be reduced. As a
result, a gradual transition from one

shot type to another is necessary. -

During the period of transition, it was
anticipated that some ammunition
products would be available and
others would not be available. In some
situations it was anticipated that ade-
quate distribution of the products
would not be possible. The Service
agrees that these problems -create
hardships for both consumers and sup-
pliers of ammunition. Also, the Service
agrees that a more rapid transition to
a nontoxic shot type would benefit the
waterfowl resource by reducing lead
poisoning in waterfowl at a more rapid
rate. However, the proposed regula-
tion represents a reasonable compro-
mise in this matter.

Accordingly, 50 CFR 20 is revised by
deleting the present (j) under §20.21
and replacing is with the following:
§20.21 Hunting methods,

*

= * * *

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(j) While possessing 12-gauge shot-
shells loaded with any metal other
than steel or such material as may be
approved by the Director pursuant to
the procedures set forth in §20.134:
Provided, That this restriction applies
only to the taking of ducks, geese, and
swans (4natidae), and coots (Fulica
americana) in areas described in
§20.108 as nontoxic shot zones during
waterfowl hunting seasons commenc-
ing in 1978 and terminating in 1979.

This rule was authored by Robert 1.
Smith, Office of Migratory Bird Man-
agement, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice, Department of the Interior, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20240, 202-254-3207.

Nore.—The Fish and Wildlife Service has
determined that this documient does not
contain a major proposal requiring prepara-
tion of an Economic Impact Statement
under Executive Order 11949 and OMB Cir-
cular A-107.

Dated: June 23, 1978.

LyNN A. GREENWALT,
Director, Uniled States
Fish and Wildlife Service.

[FR Doc. 78-18157 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4310-55]
PART 33—SPORT FISHING

National Wildlife Refuge in Florida

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service.

ACTION: Amendment to special regu-
lations.

SUMMARY: Special Fishing Regula-
tions for Merritt Island National Wild-
life Refuge as published in- 43 FR
3365-67 (1-25-78) are amended to
deleté a $5 permit charge and to in-
clude an- additional boat launching
area.

DATES: Effective on June 29, 1978,

. for duration of calendar year 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Stephen Vehrs, Refuge Manager,
Merritt Island National Wildlife
Refuge, P.O. Box 6504, Titusville,

" Fla. 321780, telephone 305-867-4820.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
GENERAL

- Sport fishing on portions of the fol-
lowing refuge shall be in accordance
with applicable State and Federal reg-
ulations, subject to additional special
regulations and conditions as indicat-
ed. Portions of the refuge which are
open to sport fishing are designated by
signs and/or delineated on maps. Spe-
cial conditions applying to the refuge

‘and maps are available at refuge hend-

quarters. o

§33.5 Special regulations: Sport fishing
for individual wildlife refuge arecas,

FLORIDA

MERRITT ISLAND NATIONAL WILDLIFE
REFUGE

The following regulations will super-
cede those published in the FeperaL
REGISTER, Volume 43, No. 17—Wednes-
day, January 25, 1978:

Sport fishing on the Merritt Island
National Wildlife Refuge, Titusville,
Fla., is permitted on designated areas.
Sport fishing is permitted during day-
light hours, year-round, except when
posted as closed. Sport fishing is per-
mitted from boats at night by those
bersons possessing a refuge specinl use
permit. Refuge boat launching is per-
mitted only at Beacon 42 Fish Camp
and Haulover Canal. Air thrust boats
are not allowed on refuge waters.
Coast Guard approved life preservers
shall be worn by persons in small craft
less than 20 feet in length while these
boats are in motion in the Indian
River, .Banana River, and Mosquito
Lagoon within refuge boundaries.

The provisions of these special regu-
lations supplement the regulations set
forth in Title 50 Code of Federal Reg-
ulations, Part 33, which govern sport
fishing on wildlife refuge areas gener-
ally. The public is invited to offer sug-
gestions and comments at any time.

Nore.—The Fish and Wildlife Service has
determined that this document docs not
contain a major proposal requiring prepara-
tion of an economic impact statement under
Ex;:g}lxtive Order 11949 and OMB Clrcular

Dated: June 20, 1978,

Jonn C. OBERHEV,
Acting Area Manager.

LFR Doe. 718-17997 Filed 6-28-78; 8:456 am)
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issvance of rules and regulations. The purpose of these notices is to
give interested persons an opportunity to porticipate in the rule making pricr to the edoption of the firal rules.

[4910-13]
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration
[14 CFR Part 711
fAirspace Docket No. 78-EA-37]1
CONTROL ZONE: LAKEHURST, N.J.

Proposed Alteration

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (F*AA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak-
ing.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to
alter the Lakehurst, N.J., control zone.
‘This alteration will permit changes in
the daily time of control by publica-
tion in the Notices to Airmen. This is
needed in the interest of more flexible
utilization and scheduling of aircraft
by the Commanding Officer of the
naval facility.

DATES: Comments must be received
on or before August 28, 1978.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal in triplicate to: Chief, Air-
space and Procedures Branch, AEA-
530, Eastern Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, Federal Building, Ja-
maica, N.Y. 11430. The docket may be
examined at the following location:
FAA, Oifice of Regional Counsel,
AEA-1T, Federal Building, J.F.K. Inter-
national Airport, Jamaica, N.Y. 11430.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Frank Trent, Airspace and Proce-
. dures Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Federal Building, J.F.K. In-
ternational Airport, Jamaica, N.Y.
11430, telephone 212-995-3391.

COMIIENTS INVITED

Interested parties may participate in
the proposed rulemaking by submit-
ting such written data, views, or argu-
ments as they may desire. Communi-
cations should identify the airspace
docket number and be submitfed in
triplicate to the Director, Eastern
Region, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Federal Building, J.F.K. Interna-
tional Airport, Janmiaica, N.¥. 11430.
All communications received on or
before August 28, 1978, will be consid-
ered before action is taken on the pro-
posed amendment. The proposals con-
tained in this notice may be changed

in the light of comments received. All
comments submitted will be available,
both before and after the closing date
for comments, in the Rules Docket for
examination by interested persons.

AvarLABILITY oF NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy of
this notice of propesed rulemaking
(NPRM) by submitting a request to
the Chief, Airspace and Procedures
Branch, AEA-530, Eastern Region,
Federal Aviation Administration, Fed-
eral Building, Jamaica, N.¥. 11430, or
by calling 212-995-3391.

Communications must identify the
notice number of this NPRM. Persons
interested in being placed on a mailing
list for future NPRM's should also re-
quest a copy of Advisory Circular No.
11-2 which describes the application
procedures,

THE PROPOSAL

The FAA is considering an amend-
ment to Subpart F of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation regulations (14 CFR
Part 71) to alter the description of the
Lakehurst, - N.J., control zone. The
change will permit changes to the
time of control in the zone by publica-
tion in the Notices to Airmen.

DRAFTING INFORMATION

The principal authors of this docu-
ment are Frank Trent, Air Traffic DI-
vision, and Thomas C. Halloran, Office
of the Regional Counsel.

THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me, the Federal Avi-
ation Administration proposes to
amend §71.171 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation regulations (14 CFR Part
71) as follows:

1. Amend §71.177 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation regulations by adding
the following to the description of the
Lakehurst, N.J., control zone; “or
during the specific dates and times es-
tablished in advance by a Notice to
Airmen. The effective date and time
will thereafter be continuously pub-
lished in the Airport/Facility Dirccto-
ry.n

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(72 Stat. 749 (49 U.S.C. 1348(2)) cce. 6lc),
Department of Transportation Act (49
U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.65.)

Note—~The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this dscument
does not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an economic Impact state-

ment under Execative Order 11821 as
amended by Executive Order 11949 and
OMB Circular A-107.

lg%wsued in Jamaica, N.Y., on June 13,
8.
Y. J. CARDINALT,
Aeling Direclor, Eastern Region.
(FR Doc. 78-18930 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13]

[14 CFR Part 71]
[Alrspac2 Docket No. 78-EA-41)

CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION AREA:
READING, PA.

Proposed Aleration

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ﬁC’I‘ION: Notice of proposed rulemak-
£.

SUMIMARY: This notice proposes to
alter the Reading, Pa., control and
transition area over Carl A. Spaatz
Field, Reading, Pa. This alteration will -
provide protection to aircraft execut-
ing the new instrument approzach
which has been developed for the air-
port. An instrument approach proce-
dure requires the designation of con-
trolled airspace to protect instrument
alrcraft utilizing the instrument ap-
proach.

DATES: Comments must be received
on or before August 28, 1578.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal in triplicate to: Chief, Air-
space and Procedures Branch, AEA-
§30, Eastern Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, Federal Building, Ja-
malca, N.Y. 11430. The docket may be
examined at the following Iocation:
FAA, Office of Regional Counsel,
ARA-T, Federal Ruilding, JF.X. Inter-
national Airport, Jamaica, N.¥Y. 11430.

FOR FURTHER INFORIJATION
CONTACT:

Frank Trent, Airspace and Proce-
dures Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Federal Building, JF.X. In-
ternational Airport, Jamazica, N.Y.
11430, telephone 212-535-3391.

CorrtEnTS IRVITED

Interested parties may participate in
the proposed rulemaking by submit-
ting such written data, views, or argu-
ments as they may desire. Communi-
cations should identify the airspace
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docket number and be submitted in
triplicate to the Director, Eastern
Region, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Federal Building, J.F.K. Interna-
tional Airport, Jamaica, N.Y. 11430.
All communications received on or
before August 28, 1978, will be consid-
ered before action is taken on the pro-
posed amendment. The proposals con-
* tained in this notice may be changed
in the light of comments received. A1l
comments submitted will be available,
hoth before and after the closing date
for comments, in the Rules Docket for
examination by interested persons.

AVAILABILITY OF NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy of
this notice of proposed rulemaking
(NRRM) by submitting a request to
the Chief, Airspace and Procedures
Branch, AEA-530, Eastern Region,
Federal Aviation Administration, Fed-
eral Building, Jamaica, N.Y. 11430, or
by calling 212-995-3391.

Communications must identify the
notice number of this-NPRM. Persons
interested in being placed on a mailing
list for future NPRM's should also re-
quest a copy of Advisory Circular No.
11-2 which describes the application
procedures.

THE PROPOSAL

The FAA is considering an amend-
ment to Subparts F and G of Part 71
of the Federal Aviation regulations (14
CFR Part 71) to alter the control zone
and transition area- over. Carl A.
Spaatz Field, Reading, Pa. The pro-
posed amendments will add one mile
to the length of the present northwest
control zone extension and will add a
northwest extension to the present
transition area designation. The pro-
posed addition to the transition area
will extend 5 miles each side of course

to a distance of 8.5 miles northwest of -

the Bragg, Pa., waypoint.
DRAFTING INFORMATION

The principal authors of this docu-
ment are Frank Trent, Air Traffic Di-
vision, and Thomas C, Halloran, Office
of the Regional Counsel.

THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me, the Federal Avi-
ation Administration proposes to
amend sections 71.171 and 71.181 of
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation regula-

tions (14 CFR Part 1) as follows:

' 1. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation regulations so as to
amend the description of the Reading,
Pa., control zone by deleting “5 miles
northwest” and by inserting “6 miles
northwest” in lieu thereof.

2. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the

Federal Aviation regulations so as to.

amend the description of the Reading,

PROPOSED RULES

Pa., transition area by adding the fol-
lowing: “within 4.5 miles each side of
301° bearing from a point 40°27'10” N.,
76°07'40" W., extending from said
point to 8.5 miles northwest of said
point.”. ./

(Sec. 307(2), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(72 Stat. 749 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c),
Department of Transportation Act (49
U.S.C. 1655(¢c)); and 14 CFR 11.65.).

NoTe.—The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this document
does not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an economic impact state-
ment under Executive Order 11821 as
amended by Executive Order 11949 and
OMB Circular A-107.

Issued in Jamacia, N.Y., on June 13,

1978.
L. J. CARDINALTL,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[FR Doc. 78-18040 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13]
[14 CFR Part 711
[Airspacé Docket No. 78-CE-14]
TRANSITION AREA, LARNED, KANS.
Proposed Alferation

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak-
ing (NPRM).’

SUMMARY: This notice .proposes to
alter the 700-foot transition area at
Larned, Kans., to provide additional
controlled airspace for aircraft execut-
ing a new instrument approach proce-
dure to the Larned-Pawnee County
Airport, which is based on an existing
nondirectional radio beacon (NDB)
navigational aid located on the air-
port.

DATES: Comments must be received
on or before September 6, 1978.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal to: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Chief, Operations, Procedures
and Airspace Branch, Air Traffic Divi-

- sion, ACE-530, 601 East 12th Street,

Kansas City, Mo. 64106, telephone
816-374-3408. The official docket may
be examined at the Oifice of the Re-
gional Counsel, Central Region, Feder-
al Aviation Administration, Room
1558, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, Mo. An informal docket may be
examined at the Office of the Chief,
Operations, Procedures and Airspace
Branch, Air Traffic Division.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: -

Gary W. Tucker, Airspace Specialist,
Operations, Procedures and Airspace
Branch, Air Traffic Division, ACE-
538, FAA, Central Region, 601 East
12th Street, Kansas City, Mo. 64106,
telephone 816-374-3408.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
COMMENTS INVITED

Interested persons may participate
in the proposed rulemaking by stbmit-
ting such written data, views, or argu-
ments as they desire. Communications
should identify the airspace docket
number, and be submitted in duplicate
to the Operations, Procedures and Afr-
space Branch, Air Traffic Division,
Federal Aviation Administration, 601
East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mo.
64106. All communications received on
or before September 6, 1978, will be
considered before action is taken on
the proposed amendment. The propos-
als contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of the comments
received. All comments submitted will
be available both before and after the
closing date for comments in the rules
docket for examination by interested
persons.

AvaiLaBirLiTy OF NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy of
this NPRM by submitting a request to
the Federal Aviation Administration,
Operations, Procedures and Alirspace
Branch, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, Mo. 64106 or by calling 816-374-
3408. Communications must identify
the notice number of this NPRM. Per-
sons interested in being placed on a
mailing list for future NPRM's should
also request a copy of Advisory Circu-
lar No. 11-2 which describes the appli-
cation procedures.

THE PROPOSAL

The FAA is considering an amend-
ment to Subparts G, section 71.181 of
the Federal Aviation regtlations (14
CFR Part 71.181) by altering the 700-
foot transition area at Larned, Kons.

.To enhance airport usage, & new in-

strument approach procedure has
been developed for the Larned-Pawnee
County Airport utilizing an existing
NDB installed on the airport as a navi-
gational aid. The establishment of an
instrument approach procedure based
on this navigational aid entails alter-
ation of the transition area at Larned,
Kans.,, at and above 700-feet above
ground level (AGL) within which air-
craft are provided additional air traffic
control service. The intended effect of
this action is to ensure segregation of
aircraft using the new approach proce-
dure under instrument flight rules
(IFR) and other aircraft operating
under.visual flight rules (VFR).

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend
Subpart G, section 71.181 of the Fed-
eral Aviation regulations (14 CFR
71.181) as republished on January 3,
1978 (43 FR 440), by altering the fol-
lowing transition area:

LAarNED, KANS, !

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.6 mile
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radius of the Larned, Kans., NDB located at
latitude 38°12'16” N., longitude 99°05'17" W.,
and within 3 miles either side of the 276°
bearing from the NDB, extending from 5.5
mile radius to 8 miles west of the NDB, and
within 3 miles either side of the 001° bear-
ing from the NDB extending from the 5.5-
mile radius to 8 miles north of the NDB.

(Sec. 307(2), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 as
amended (49 U.S.C. 1348); sec. 6(c), Depart-
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C.
1655(c)); sec. 11.61 of the Federal Aviation
regulation§ (14 CFR 11.61).)

Norte.—The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this document
does not, contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an economic impact state-
ment under Executive Order 11821 as
amended by Executive Order 11949, and
OMB Circular A-107.

Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on June
19, 1978.

JouN E. SgAW,
Acting Director, Central Region.

[FR Doc. 78-18041 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13]
[14 CFR Part 71]

[Airspace Docket No. 78-CE-17]
TRANSITION AREA, MARYSVILLE, KANS,

Proposed Designation

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (NPRM).

SUMMARY: This Notice proposes to
designate a ‘700-foot transition area at
Marysville, Kans., to provide con-
trolled airspace for-aircraft executing
a new instrument approach procedure
to the Marysville Municipal Airport
which is based on a nondirectional
radio beacon (NDB) navigational aid
installed on the airport.

DATE: Comments must be received on
or before September 6, 1978.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal to: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Chief, Operations, Procedures
and Airspace Branch, Air Traffic Divi-
sion, ACE-530, 601 East 12th Street,
Kansas City, Mo. 64106, telephone
816-374-3408. The official docket may
be examined at the Office of the Re-
gional Counsel, Central Region, Feder-
al Aviation Administration, Room
1558, 601 East 12fh Street, Kansas

* City, Mo. An informal docket may be

examined at the Office of the Chief,
Operations, Procedures and Airspace
Branch, Air Traffic Division. .

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Gary W. Tucker, Airspace Specialist,
Operations, Procedures and Airspace
Branch, Air Traffic Division, ACE-
538, FAA Central Region, 601 East
12th Street, Xansas City, Mo. 64106,
telephone 816-374-3408.

PROPOSED RULES

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
CoMMENTS INVITED

Interested persons may participate
in the proposed rulemaking by submit-
ting such written data, views, or argu-
ments as they may desire. Communi-
cations should identify the airspace
docket number, and be submitted in
duplicate to the Operations, Proce-
dures and Airspace Branch, Air Traf-
fic Division, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, Mo. 64106. Al communications
received on or before September 6,
1978, will be considered before action
is taken on the proposed amendment.
The proposal contained in this Notice
may be changed in light of the com-
ments received. All comments received
will be available both before and after
the closing date for comments in the
Rules Docket for examination by in-
terested persons.

AVAILABILITY OF NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy of
this NPRM by submitting a request to
the Federal Aviation Administration,
Operations, Procedures and Alrspace
Branch, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, Mo. 64106, or by calling 816-374-
3408. Communications must identify
the notice number of this NPRM. Per-
sons interested in being placed on a
mailing 1list for further NPRM's
should also request a copy of Advisory
Circular No. 11-2 which describes the
application procedure. .

THE PROPOSAL

The FAA is considering an amend-
ment to Subpart G, §71.181 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
71.181) by designating a 700-foot tran.
sition area at Marysville, Kans. To en-
hance airport usage by providing in-
strument approach capability to the
Marysville Municipal Airport, the city
of Marysville, Kans., has installed an
NDB on the airport. This radio facility
provides new navigational guidance
for aircraft utilizing the airport. The
establishment of an instrument ap-
proach procedure based on this navi-
gational aild entails designation of a
transition area at Marysville, Kans., at
and above 700-feet Above Ground
Level (AGL) within which aircraft are
provided air traffic control service.
The intended effect of this action is to
ensure segregation of alrcraft using
the approach procedure under Instru-
ment Flight Rules (IFR) and other
aircraft operating under Visual Flight
Rules (VFR).

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend
Subpart G, § 71.181 of the Federal Avi-
ation Regulations (14 CFR 71.181) as
republished on January 3, 1978 (43 FR
440), by adding the following new
transition area:

28209

MARYSVILLE, KANS.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within 2 5.5 mile
radius of Marysville Municipal Airpert,
Marysville, Kans., Iatitude 39°51'12* N., lon-
gitude 96°37 49" W., within 3 miles each side
of the Marysville NDB 357° bearing extend-
ing from the 5.5 mile radius area to 8 miles
north of the afrport; and within 3 miles
each slde of the Marysville NDB 147° bear-
ing extending {rom the 5.5 mile radius area
to 8 mliles southeast of the airport.

(Sec, 397(a), Federal Avintion Act of 1958 as
amended (49 U.S.C. 1348); sec 6(¢), Depart-
ment of Transportation Act (49 US.C.
1655¢c)); see. 11,61, Federal Aviation Regula-
tions (14 CFR 11.61).)

Nore.—The Federal Aviation Administra-
tlon has determined that this document
dges not contaln a major proposal requiring
preparation of an Economic Impact State-
ment under Executive Order 11821, as
amended by Executive Order 11949, and
OMB Circular A-107.

Issued in Xansas City, Mo., on June
21, 1978.
C. R. IievLvuGIN, Jr.,
Director, Central Region.

[FR Doc. 78-18051 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13]

[14 CFR Part 71}
[Alrspace Dacket No. 78-CE-15]
TRANSITION AREA, WARRENSBURG, MO.

Proposed Designation

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak-
ing (NPRM).

SUMMARY: This Notice proposes to
deslgnate a 700-foot transition area at
Warrensburg, Mo., to provide con-
trolled airspace for aircraft executing
a new instrument approach procedure
to the Skyhaven Airport, Warrens-
burg, Mo., based on a Visual Omni
Range (VOR) navigational aid which
is being developed.

DATE: Comments must be received on
or before September 6, 1978.

ADDRESS: Send comments on the
proposal to: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Chief, Operations, Procedures
and Airspace Branch, Air Traffic Divi-
slon, ACE-530, 601 East 12th Street,
Kansas City, Mo. 64106, telephone
816-374-3408. The official docket may
be examined at the Office of the Re-
glonal Counsel, Central Region, Feder-
al Aviation Administration, Room
1558, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, Mo. An informal docket may be
examined at the Office of the Chief,
Operations, Procedures and Airspace
Branch, Air Traffic Division.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Dwaine E. Hiland, Airspace Special-
ist, Operations, Procedures and Air-
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space Branch, Air Traffic Division,
ACE-537, FAA Central Region, 601
East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mo.
64106, telephone 816-374-3408.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
COMMENTS INVITED ’

Interested persons may participate
in the proposed rulemaking by submit-
ting such written data, views, or argu-
ments as they may desire. Communi-
cations should identify the airspace
docket number, and be submitted in
duplicate to the Operations, Proce-
dures and Airspace Branch, Air Traf-
fic Division, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, Mo. 64106. All communications
received on or before September 6,
1978, will be considered before action
is taken on the proposed amendment.
The proposal contained in this Notice
may be changed in light of the com-
ments received. All comments received
will be available both before and after
the closing date for comments in the
Rules Docket for examination by in-
terested persons.

AVAILABILITY OF NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy of
this NPRM by submitting a request to
the Federal Aviation Administration,
Operations, Procedures and Airspace
Branch, 601 East.12th Street, Kansas
City, Mo. 64106, or by calling 816-374~
3408. Communications must identify
the notice number of this NPRM. Per-
sons interested in being placed on a
mailing list for further NPRMs should
also request a copy of Advisory Circu-
lar No. 11-2 which describes the appli-
cation procedure. ’

THE PROPOSAL

The FAA is considering an amend-
ment to Subpart G, Section 71.181 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR sec. 71.181) by designating a 700-
foot transition area at Warrensburg,
Mo. Since a new instrument approach

~

procedure to the Skyhaven Airport,

Warrensburg, Mo., is being established
based on a VOR, controlled airspace is
necessary to provide protection for air-
craft executing the new approach pro-
cedure. The establishment of an in-
strument approach procedure based
on this navigational aid entails desig-
nation of a transition area at and
above 700-feet Above Ground Level
(AGL) within which aircraft are pro-
vided air traffic control service. The
intended effect of this action is to
ensure segregation of aircraft using
the approach procedure under Instru-
ment Flight Rules (IFR) and other
ajreraft operating under Visual Flight
Rules (VFR).

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend
Subpart G, Section 71.181 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations (14 CFR

PROPOSED RULES

71.181) as republished on January 3,

1978 (43 FR 440), by adding- the fol-
lowing new transition area:
WARRENSBURG, Mo.

That airspace extending upward from 700

feet above the surface within a 5.5-mile

radius of the Skyhaven Airport, Warrens-

" burg, Mo. (latitude 38°47’° N., longitude

93°48' W.); and within 2.5 miles either side
of the Napoleon, Mo. VORTAC 140° radial,
extending from the 5.5 mile radius to 7

.miles northwest of the afrport.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 as

amended (49 U.S.C. 1348); sec. 6(¢), Depart-,

ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655
(¢)); sec. 11.61 of the Federal Aviation Regu-
lations (14 CFR 11.61).) -

Norte.—The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this document
does not contain a major proposal requiring
preparationof an Economic Impact State-
ment under Executive Order 11821, as
amended by Executive Order 11949, and
OMB Circular A-107. -

Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on June

21, 1978.
C. R. MELUGIN, Jr.,
Director, Central Region.

[FR Doc. 78-18039 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[67s0-01]
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

[16 CEFR Part 13]
‘ [File No. 732-3249]
NELSON BROTHERS FURNITURE CORP.

Consent Agreement With Analysis To Aid
Public Comment

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.

ACTION: Provisional consent agree-
ment.

SUMMARY: In settlement of alleged
violations of Federal law prohibiting
unfair acts and practices and unfair
methods of competition, this provi-

‘sionally accepted consent agreement,

among other things, would require a
Chicago, Ill. retailer of household
goods to cease misrepresenting or fail-
ing to make relevant, timely disclo-
sures regarding the cost, savings, con-
dition, and availability of advertised
merchandise; employving bait and
switch tactics, or any other unfair or
deceptive sales technique in the adver-

tising and sale of its products. Addi- -

tionally, the order would provide cus-
tomers with the right to arbitration
for unresolved disputes and require
the firm to maintain prescribed busi-
ness records for a period of 3 years.

DATE: Comments must be received on
or before August 28, 1978.

ADDRESS: Comments should be di-
rected to: Office of the Secretary, Fed-
eral Trade Commission, 6th Street and
Pennsylvania, Avenue NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20580.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Paul W. Turley, Director, Chicago
Regional Office, Federal Trade Com-
mission, 55 East Monroe Street,
Suite 1437, Chicago, Ill. 60603, 312«
353-4423.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Pursuant to section 6(f) of the Federal
Trade Commission Act, 38 Stat. 721, 15
US.C. 46 and §2.34 of the Commlis-
sion’s rules of practice (16 CFR 2.34),
notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing consent agreement containing a
consent order to cease and desist and
an explanation thereof, having been
filed with and provisionally accepted
by the Commission, has been placed
on the public record, together with
material submitted to the Commission
that is not exempt from public¢ disclo-
sure under the Freedom of Informa-
tion Act, for a period of sixty (60)
days. Public comment is invited. Such
comments or views will be considered
by the Commission and will be availa.
ble for inspection and copying at its
principal office in accordance with
§4.9(bX(14) of the Commission’s rules
of practice (16 CFR 4.9(b)(14)).

AGREEMENT CONTAINING CONSENT ORDELt TO
CEASE AND DEsIST

The agreement herein, by and befween
Nelson Brothers Furniture Corp., a corporas.
tion, by its duly authorized officer, proposed
respondent in a proceeding the Commission
intends to initiate, and counsel for the Fed.
eral Trade Commission, is entered into In
accordance with the Commission’s rule gov-
erning consent order procedure.

1. Proposed respondent Nelson Brothers
Furniture Corp. Is a cdrporation organiza.
tion, existing, and doing business under and
by virture of the laws of the State of Dela-
ware with its principal office and place of
business located at 2760 West Grand Avenue,
Chicago, Ill. ~

2. Proposed respondent admits all the ju.
risdictional facts set forth in sald copy of
the complaint the Commissfon Intends to
issue.

3. Proposed respondent waives:

(a) Any further procedural steps;

(b) The requirement that the Cotninis-
sion’s decision contain @ statemernit of find-
ings of fact and conclusions of law; and

(¢) All rights to seek judiclal review or
otherwise to challenge or contest the valid-
ity of the order entered pursuant to this
agreement.

4. This agreement shall not become a part
of the official record of the procecding
unless and until it is accepted by the Com-
mission. If this agreement s accepted by
the Commission it, together with the draft
of complaint contemplated thereby, will be
placed on the public record for a perlod of
sixty (60) days and information In respect
thereto publicly released; and such accept«
ance may be withdrawn by the Cominission
if, comments or views submitted to the
Commission disclose facts or considerations
which indicate that the order contained in
the agreement is inappropriate, improper,
or inadequate.

5. This agreement Is for settlement pur-
poses only and does not. constitute an admis.
sion by proposed respondent that the law
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has been violated as alleged in the said copy
of the complaint the Commission intends to
issue.

6. This agreement contemplates that, if it
is accepted by the Commission, and if such
acceptance is not subsequently withdrawn
by the Commission pursuant to the provi-
sions of section 2.34 of the Commission’s
rules, the Commission may, without further
notice to proposed respondent (1) issue its
complaint corresponding in form and sub-
stance with the draft of complaint hereto-
. fore served on proposed respondent and its
decision containing the following order to
cease and desist in disposition of the pro-
ceeding and (2) make information public in
respect thereto. When so entered, the order
to cease and desist shall have the same force
and effect and may be altered, modified, or
set aside in the same manner and within the
same time provided by statute for other
orders. The order shall become final upon
service. Mailing of the complaint and deci-
sion containing the agreed-to order to pro-
posed respondent’s address as stated in this
agreement shall constitute service. Proposed
respondent waives any right it may have to
any-other manner of service. The complaint
may be used in construing the terms of the
order, and no agreement, understanding, re-
presention, or interpretation not contained
in the order or the agreement may be used
to vary or to contradict the terms of the
order.

7. Proposed respondent has read the pro-
posed complaint and’ order contemplated
hereby, and understands that once the
order has been issued, it will be required to
file one or more compliance reports showing
that it has fully complied with the order,
and that it may be liable for a civil penalty
in the amount provided by law for each vio-
lation of the order after it becomes final,

ORDER

A. It is ordered that respondent, Nelson
Brothers Furniture Corp., a corporation, its
successors and assigns, directly or through
its officers, agents, representatives, sales
persons and employees, or through any cor-
poration, subsidiary, division or any other
device, in connection with the advertising,
offering for sale, sale and distribution of
home furnishings, bedding, carpeting, televi-
sions, appliances, or any other merchandise,
to the public, in or affecting commerce, as
“commerce” is defined in the Federal Trade
Commission Act, as amended, do forthwith
cease and desist from:

1. Advertising or offering for sale any mer-
chandise at a special or reduced price,
unless such price constitutes a significant
reduction from the price at which such mer-
chandise has been sold or openly offered for
sale by respondent for a reasonably substan-
tial period of time in the recent, regular
course of respondent’s business.

2. Advertising or offering for sale any
group, set, suite, or similar combination of
merchandise at a group “sale” price, or price
described by words of similar meaning or
import, unless the “sale” price at which the
merchandise is offered constitutes a bona
fide and reasonably significant reduction
from the most recent price at which the
group was sold or openly offered for sale for
a reasonably substantial period of time in
the recent, regular course of respondent’s
business.

3. Advertising or offering for sale any mer-
chandise which is limited as to quantity or
availabilty unless such limitations are clear-
1y and conspicuously disclosed in such ad-
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vertising or offering in immediate conjunc-
tion with or in close proximity to the adver-
tised merchandise so limited and the limita-
tions are actually enforced and adhered to.

4. Failing to sell or to offer for sale adver-
tised merchandlse at the terms and condi-
tions and at or below the price diselesed in
the advertisement for the sald merchandize.

Provided, howerver, That it shall constl-
tute a defense to a charge under paragraph
3 or 4 of this order if respondent maintains
records sufficlent to show that: (a) The ad-
vertised merchandise was ordered in nor-
mally adequate time for delivery, (b) the ad-
vertised merchandise was ordered In quant!-
ties sufficlent to meet reasonably anticipat-
ed demands, and (c¢) the adverticed mer-
chandise was not delivered to the custemer
due to circumstances beyond the recpon-
dent's control.

5. Using plctorlal representations of two
or more ftems of merchandise in conjunc-
tion with a stated price or range of prices
when all of the merchandise in the pictorial
representations Is not belng offered at the
stated price or range of priccs, unless a elear
and conspicuous disclosure is made n imme-
diate conjunction with or In clecse proximity
to the stated price or ronge of prices identi-
{ying merchandise which Is included or is
not included in the stated price or range of
prices,

6. Using, In any manner, a sales plan,
scheme, or device wherein false, micleading,
or deceptive statements or reprecentations
are made In order to obtain leads or pros-
pects for the sale of merchandlse,

7. Advertising or offering for sale, orally
or in writing, any merchandise or cervices
when the purpose of the advertising or offer
is not to sell the offered merchandice or cer-
vices but to obtaln leads or prospects for the
sale of other merchandise or services at
higher prices.

8. Discouraging or disparaging the pur-
chase of any merchandlze or cervices which
are advertised or offered for sale.

9. Representing that any price I3 recpon-
dent’s regular, usual, former, customary or
original price, unless such price [5 the price
at which such merchandise or service has
been sold or openly offered for cale by re-
spondent for a reasonably substantial
period of time In the recent and regular
course of respondent’s business, and dacs
not exist for the purpose of establishing a
fictitious price upon which a deceptive com-
garison. or “freg” or similar offer might be

ased.

10. Using the words “free” or “glft” or any
other word or words of similar Import or
meaning in connection with the sale, offer-
ing for sale or distribution of respondent’s
merchandise or gervices in advertizements
or other offers to the publie, as descriptive
of an article of merchandise or service:

(2) When all the conditions, obligations,
or other prerequisites to the recelpt and re-
tention of the “free” and “gift” article of
merchandise or service offered are not clear-
ly and conspicuously dicclesed In Immediate
conjunction with or in cloce proximity to
the “free” and “glit"” offer.

(b) When, with respect to any artlcle of
merchandise or service required to be pur-
chased in order to obtain the “free” or
“gift” article or cervice, the offeror either
(i) increases the ordinary and usual price of
such merchandise or service or (il) reduces
the quality or (i) reduces the quantity or
size thereof.

11. Falling to glve “free” or “gift"” mer-
chandise to all persons who complicd with
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the terms and conditfons of the “free” or
»gift” offer.

12. Using plctorial representations in ad-
vertlsing, unlezs such pictorial representa-
tlons describe or show the advertised mer-
chandise with sufficient elarity so that the
advertized merchandise ean be readily iden-
tifiable by potential customers when visiting
respondent’s showrooms.

13. Falling to dizeloze in advertising, in a2
clear and consplcuous manner, in immediate
conjunction with or in close proximity to
the advertised merchandise, that such mer-
chandlze I5 used or not new or damaged or
defective or Is otherwise elassified as “dis-
tressed” if such Is the case.

14. Fafling to inform all customers at the
time of sale and to provide in writinz on the
face of all order forms, in close proximity to
the deseription and price of the merchan-
dise being cold that such merchandise is
used or not new or damaged or dzfective or
15 otherwise classified as “distresced” if such
{5 the case.

15, Failing to inform 2all customers at the
time of cale and to provide in writing on the
face of all order forms, in close proximity to
the description and price of the merchan-
dise being sold, that such merchandise will
be sold “as 5™, or “as shoan” with defects,
{rregularities or damage if such is the ecase.

16. Falling to have each customer who has
agreed to purchase merchandise on an “as
15" or “as shown™ baals, sizn at the time of
cale, the following statement stamped on
the face of the order form in close proxim-
ity to a description of the merchandise and
written in the same languagce as that used in
the sales presentation, with text of not less
than ten-point boldface type:

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED MERCHAN-
DISE 1S SOLD “AS I1S” OR “AS SHOWN”
WITH DEFECTS, IRREGULARITIES OR
DAMAGE.

Customer Signature

17. Falling to dizclose in {ts advertising
and at the time of sale that in addition to
the price quoted in respondent’s advertising,
certain other charges, as applicable, are
made for installation, assembly, delivery or
for other services performed in connection
with the sale or delivery of merchandise.

18. Fafling to maintain and produce for in-
spection and copying for a period of 3 years
from the date of carvice of this order, or the
date of the event, whichever i later, ade-
quate records to document:

a. Respondent’s total costs for each adver-
ticement run by then during the 3 years;

and

b. The volume of sales made of the adver-
tised product or cervice at the advertised
price, and

¢. The factual basis for any representa-
tlons or statements as to special or reduced
prices, as to usual or customary retail prices,
as to cavings afforded purchasers, and as to
slmilar representations of the type de-
scribed In paragraph A.l. and A.2. of this
order; and

d. The number of advertised items in
stack as of the first doy the advertisement is
run, the last day the advertisement is run,
and 6 weeks to the day after the termina-
tion of the publication of the advertisement;

and

e. Coples of all advertizement, including
newspapers, radio and television advertise-
ments, direct mail and in-store solicitation
literature and any other promotional mate-
rial distributed to the public; and
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1. The names and addresses of all custom- -

ers who purchased “as is” or “as-shown”
merchandise. c

B. It is further ordered, That respondent
cease and desist from advertising or offering
for sale any merchandise at any stated
price, unless during the effective period of
an advertised offer:

1. Each advertised item is clearly and con~
‘spicucusly available for sale to the public at
or below the advertised price in each sfore
covered by the advertisement;

2. At each location within each store
where an advertised item is displayed there
is a sign or other conspicuous marking at-
tached to or in close proximity to the item
clearly disclosing that the item is “as adver-
tised” or “on sale” or words of similar
import and meaning; :

3. Each advertised item is individually and
clearly marked with the price which is at or
below the advertised price; and

4. Bach advertised “room grouping” is

_ clearly and conspicuously marked by a
“group” price which is at or below the ad-
vertised price; and

§. Each item included in the advertised
group is clearly and conspicuously listed and
disclosed separately from items not included

within the group.

,C. It is further ordered, That respondent’
shall deliver a copy,of this order to case and
desist to each of its operating divisions and
to each of its present and future officers, di-

rectors, and personnel engaged in any way .,

in the offering for sale, sale or distribution
of any product, in any aspect of prepara-
tion, creation or placing of any and all ad-
vertisements, and in any processing, coun-
selling, consummation or enforcement of
any extention of consumer credit, and that
respondents secure a signed statement ac-
knowledging receipt of said order from each
such person,

D. It is further ordered, That respondent
shall provide each present and future adver-
tising agency utilized by respondents with a
copy of this order to cease and desist.

B, It s further ordered, That in addition to

other rights given to a customer pursuant to
this order, if the respondent and a customer
are unable to agree upon a settlement of
any controversy which is concerned with or
relates to the quality, quantity, condition,
repair or replacement of furniture, appl-
ances or other merchandise, or the failure
to replace or repair damaged or defective
merchandise, or to make cancellations with
refunds with respect thereto, than, at the
option of the customer, such customer shall
have the right to submit the issues to an im-
partial arbitration procedure entailing no
mandatory administrative cost of filing fee
to the customer, which shall be conducted
in accordance with the arbitration rules and
procedures of the Arbitration Program of
the Better Business Bureau of Metropolitan
Chicago, Inc., 35 East Wacker Drive, Chica-
go, 1. 60601, Customers of respondent’s
Wisconsin stores who elect to seek arbitra-
tion pursuant to this paragraph shall be en-
titled to a proceeding conducted in accord-
ance with the arbitration rules and proce-
dures of the Council of Better Business Bu-
reaus, Inc,, 1150 17th Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20036 conducted by the Better
Business Bureau of Greater Milwaukee, 174
West Wisconsin Avenue, Milwaukee, Wis,
53203. .
- P, It 18 further ordered, That respondent
comply with and abide by any award or de-
cision rendered pursuant to the arbitration
provision hereof,
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Furthermore, respondent. shall not be en-
fitled to prevent arbitration pursuant to any
provision of this order by reason of having
obtained a default judgment against any
customer in an action for money allegedly
due the respondents or their assignees.

G. It is further ordered, That respondent
shall provide notification to customers of
their right to submit such controversy to ar-
bitration by prominently displaying the fol-
lowing notice in all its stores at the location
where customers usualy execute consumer
credit instruments or other legally binding
documents, such notice being written in the
same language as that used in ‘the sales
presentation with text of not less than 10
point boldface type:

NOTICE TO ALL CUSTOMERS

Any controversy which is concerned with
or relates to the quality, quantity, condi-
tion, repair or replacement of furniture, ap-
pliances or other merchandise, or the fail-
ure to replace or repair damaged or defec-
tive merchandise, or to make cancellations
with refunds with respect thereto shall be
settled, at the option of the customer, and
at no cost to the customer, by arbitration.

(Ilinois stores conclude:)

“Such arbitratioin shall be conducted in
accordance with the rules and procedures of
the Arbitration Program of the Better Busi-
ness Bureau of Metropolitan Chicago, Inc.
Consumers seeking arbitration should con-
tact the Better Business Bureau of Metro-
politan Chicago, Inc., whose offices are lo-
cated at 35 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, I1I.
60601, telephone 312-346-3313.

“Under Ilinois state law, arbitration, if
undertaken is legally binding and final!”

(Wisconsin stores conclude:)

“Such. arbitration shall be conducted in
accordance with the rules and procedures of
the Council of Better Business Bureaus,
Inc, 1150 17th Street N'W., Washington,
D.C. 20036 conducted by the Better Busi-
ness Bureau of Greater Milwaukee. Con-
sumers seeking arbitration should contact
the Better Business Bureau of Greater Mil-
waukee, Wis. 53203, telephone 414-273-4300.

“Under Wisconsin state law, arbitration, if
undertaken is legally binding and final!”

Respondent is authorized and directed to
change the instructions, contained in the
notice set forth above as to how to secure
arbitration, if circumstances require.

H. It is further ordered, That responsent
shall maintain full and completé records
and copies of all complaint correspondence
received from customers, and any internal
memoranda written in connection there-
with, and full and complete records of all
oral complaints and requests for service or
repair, for a period of three (3) years from
the date of receipt thereof.

1.'It is further ordered, That nothing con-
tained in this order shall be construed in
any way to annul, invalidate, repeal, termi-
nate, modify or exempt respondent from
complying with agreements, orders or direc-
tives of any kind obtained by any other mu-
nicipal, state or Federal agency, except to
the extent that they are inconsistent with
the terms and conditions of this order, or
act as a defense to actions instituted by mu-
nicipal, state of Federal agencies.

Nothing In this. order shall be construed
to imply that any past of future conduct or
respondents complies with the rules and
regulations of, or the statutes administered
by, the Federal Trade Commission.

J. It is further ordered, That the respon-

"dent notify the Commission at least 30 days

prior to any proposed.change in the respon.
dent such as dissolution, essignment or sale
resulting in the emergence of a successor
corporation, the creation or dissolution of
subsidiaries, or any other change in the cor-
poration or corporate structure which may
affect compliance obligations arising out of
this order.

K. It is further ordered, That respondent
herein shall, within sixty (60) days after
service upon it of this order, file with thae
Commission a report, in writing, setting
forth in detsil the manner and form in
which it has complied with this order.

ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED CONSENT ORDER TO
A1p Pusric COMMENT

The Federal Trade Commission has ae-
cepted an agreement to & proposed consent
order from Nelson Brothers Furniture Corp.
of Chicago, Ill.

The proposed consent order has been
placed on the public record for sixty (60}
days for reception of comments by interest«
ed persons. Comments received during this
period will become part of the public record.
After sixty (60) days, the Commission will
again review the agreement and the com-
ments received and will decide whether it
should withdraw from the agrecement or
make final the agreement’s proposed order.

Nelson Brothers Furniture Corp. operates
seven retail stores in metropolitan Chicago,
III. and two in metropolitan Milwaukee,
‘Wis. It advertises, offers and sells an exten-
sive line of home furnishings bedding, car-
peting, television, appliances and other mer
chandise to the general public. The com-
plaint alleges that Nelson Brothers, in its
advertising and in oral statements made by
sales persons to prospective customers, mis<
represented that: Its merchandise was of«
fered for sale at special or reduced prices
and that savings were afforded to purchas-
ers from regular selling’ prices; that room
groupings offered at a single price were re.
duced in price and offered savings over the
price of the group at times other than
during a “sale”; that advertised offers were
for a lmited time only; that. advertised
prices were the prices st which the adver.
tised merchandise was gold during the effec.
tive duration of the offer, that room group-
ings pictured in television advertisements
were available at the offered prices: that the
offers were bona fide offers to cell at the ad-
vertised price; that the prices shown were
the prices at which the merchandise was ac-
tually sold or offered for sale; the purchas.
ers would automatically receive free gifts or
bonuses when gifts or bonuses were men-
tioned in the advertisement; and that the
adveritsed prices were the full amount a
purchaser would have to pay to have the
merchandise delivered and installed In
working order in his home.

The complaint further alleges that Nelson
Brothers had failed to disclose in advertis.
ing and at the time of sale that some of its
merchandise was used, or not new or dom.
aged or defective or was otherwise classified
as “distressed.” In addition Nelson Brothers
has delivered merchandise without disclos.
ing that it was used or not new or damaged
or defective or was otherwise classified as
“distressed.”

The complaint also alleges that Nelson
Brothers failed to have each advertised item
clearly and conspicuously available for sale
in each store at- which the item was adver.
tised as available; falled to have cach adver-
tised item identified as “as advertised” or
“on sale”; failed to have each advertised
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item marked with a price equal to or less
than the advertised price; failed to have ad-
vertised “room groupings” marked with a
group price equal to or less than the adver-
tised price; and failed to clearly and con-
spicucusly list and disclose separately each
item included within a group from those not
included in the group and that these fall-
ures encouraged respondent’s salespersons
to engage in bait and switch selling prac-
tices and other decetive, false, or misleading
sales tactics. .

The consent order would prohibit the al-
leged violations of law and would require a
clear and conspicuous disclosure of used or
not new, or damaged, or defective or dis-
tressed furniture at the time of sale and on
all order forms. In addition Nelson Brothers
must have each customer who has agreed to
purchase on an “as is” or “as shown™ basis
sign a written acknowledgement in the same
language as that used in the sales presenta-
tion.

The consenf order also provides that cus-
fomers may arbitrate through the Better
Business Bureaus in Chicago and Milwaukee
any dispute with regard to quality, quantity,
condition, repair or replacement or the fail-
ure to repair or replace damaged or defec-
tive merchandise or to make refunds for
damaged or defective merchandise.

The purpose of this analysis is to facili-
tate public comment on the proposed order,
and it is not intended to constitute an offi-
cial interpretaetion of the agreement and
proposed order or to modify in any way
their terms.

CaroL M. THOMAS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-18042 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6560-011
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
[40 CER 52]
[FRL 919-5]

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL

Revocction of EPA Sulfur Dioxide Regulations
for the Navajo Generating Station State of
Arizona

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
. Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak-
ing.

SUMMARY: Through this notice EPA
proposes to rescind its regulations for
the control of sulfur oxide (SO,) emis-
sions from the Navajo generating sta-
tion at Page, Ariz. This action is the
result of, and is in accordance with, a
stipulation of dismissal of petitions for
review filed with regard to these regu-
lations.

DATES: Comments on or before
August 28, 1978. -

ADDRESSES: Send comments to: Re-
gional Administrator, EPA, Region IX,
Attn.: Air and Hazardous Materijals Di-
vision, Air Programs Branch, 215 Fre-
mont Street, San Francisco, Calif,
94105. Copies of the docket, No. 9A-
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78-1, are available for public inspec-
tion during normal business hours at
the following locations:

EPA, Reglon IX, Library, 215 Fremont
Street, San Francisco, Calif, 94105.

EPA, Public Information Reference Unlt,
Room 2922 (Library), 401 M Street SW.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20460.

Arizona Department of Health Serviecs,
Bureau of Alr Quality Control, 1740 West
Adams Street, Phoenix, Ariz 83007,

Arizona Department of Health Services,
Burezu of Alr Quality Control, Northern
Regional Office, 2301 North Fourth
Street, Sufte 14, Flagstaff, Ariz. 0601,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Morris Goldberg, 415-556-2463.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

BACKGROUND

On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10849), the
Administrator disapproved the control
strategy and regulations portion of the
State implementation plan (SIP) ap-
plicable to SO, in the Arizona portion
of the Four Corners Interstate Air
Quality Control Region.

On July 27, 1972 (37 FR 15081), the
Administrator disapproved Regulation
7-1-4.2(c) (SO; emissions from fuel
burning installations) of the Arlzona
rules and regulations for air pollution
control as it applies to the Navajo gen-
erating station. Also on the same date
(37 FR 15096) the Administrator pro-
posed replacement regulations for con-
trol of SO, emissions from the Navajo
generating station.

On March 23, 1973 (38 FR 7556), the
Administrator promulgated rcplace-
ment regulations for the Navajo gen-
erating station which required ap-
proximately 70 percent control of SO,
emissions. The need for such control
was based on the National Oceanlic

and Atmospheric  Administration
(NOAA) diffusion model in the south-
west energy study.

Petitions for review of the EPA reg-
ulations were filed with the U.S. Court
of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit by
the Arizona Public Service Co. and
others. At the request of several peti-
tioners 2 meeting was held with EPA,
NOAA and other concerned companies
and environmental groups on August
20, 1973, in San Francisco for the pur-
ggig' of presenting newly developed

On March 21, 1974 (39 FR 10584),
the Administrator modified the March
23, 1973, regulations. The changes to
the regulations were to the form of
the emission limitation and to the
compliance dates. Petitions for review
of the 1974 regulation were filed with
the same court.

On October 29, 1974, the petitions
for review (Nos. 73-1728, 73-1731, 13-
1536, 74-1705, and 74-1716) of the sub-
ject regulations were dismissed pursu-
ant to stipulations among the parties.
‘These stipulations contained the fol-
lowing agreements:
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1. That an SO, amblent alr quality moni-
toring program, agreed to by ali parties, be
conducted;

2. That the monitoring program be con-
clusive In establishing the percent SO. re-
msrlal required at the Navajo generating
station:

3. That EPA propose and promulgate reg-
ulations reflecting the percent SO, removal
demonstrated to be required by the moni-
toring program; and

4. That EPA not approve as a2 part of the
SIP any Arizona regulation unless it reflects
a percent SO; removal equal to or greafer
than that demonstrated to be reguired by
the recults of the monitoring prozram.

The stipulation also noted that,
while EPA asxeed fo revise the emis-
sion limitation for the source to the
degree shown necessary by the moni-
toring program, EPA would not be pre-
cluded from thereafter approving or
promulgating revisions to the Arizona
;.SIP as would otherwise be reguired by

aw.

In September 1975 the results of the
monitoring program were published in
a report entitled “Navajo Generating
Station Sulfur Dioxide Field Monifor-
ing Program,” prepared by Rockwell
International’s air monitoring center.
The report concludes that no control
of sulfur dioxide emissions is needed
at the Navajo generating station when
coal of 0.675 percent sulfur content
and 12,204 Btu per pound, averaged
over a 4-year period, or better is used.

DiscussioxN oF ACTION

Throuch this notice EPA is propos-
ing to rescind its regulations applica-
ble to the Navajo generating station
because they are not reflective of the
results of the monitoring program
report. This action is consistent with -
the stipulated agreements of the in-
volved parties.

EPA is cognizant of the potential ap-
plication of Sections 123 and 169A of
the Clean Air Act, as amended in
August 1877, concerning the effect of
stack height and visibility protection
for mandatory Federal class I areas,
recpectively, on the degree of emission
limitation required at the Navajo gen-
erating station. As 8 result of these
provisions, and as contemplated by the
terins of the stipulation previously
noted, it may well become necessary to
revise the action being propssed
today. However, the Agency helieves
that it is bound, at this time, under
the terms of the stipulations, to take
the action proposed in this notize.

Poznric CoOMMENTS

Comments concerning this proposed
action may be sent to the EPA, Region
IX address provided in this naotice.
Relevant comments received within 60
days from the date of publication of
this notice will be considered. All com-
ments received will be available for in-
spection as a part of the dockef,
during normal business hours at the
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two EPA locations listed in this notice.
The receipt of comments will be ac-
knowledged, but substantive responses
to individual comments will be pro-
vided only in the preamble to the final
rulemaking.

AUTHORITY

Section 110 and 301(a) of the Clean
Air Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 7410
and 7601(a), respectively).

Dated: May 23, 1978.

SHEILA M. PRINDIVILLE,
Acting Regzonal Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18000 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]1

. [6560-01]
" [40 CER Part 52]
[FRL 919-71

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Ravisions to the Madera County Air Pollution
Control District’s Rules and Regulation in the
State of California

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemé.k-
ing.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Pro-
.tection Agency (EPA) is .proposing to
take action on a revision to the
Madera County Air Pollution Control
Distriet’s (APCD) rules and regula-
tions which was submitted to EPA by
the California Air Resources Board for
the purpose of revising the California
State Implementation Plan (SIP). In
addition, EPA is proposing to disap-
prove certain agricultural burning ex-
emption rules or portiodns of rules
which are previously not acted upon.
EPA is also proposing to disapprove
rules or portions of rules which are
now part of the applicable SIP. The
intended effect of this proposal is to
update the rules and regulation and to
correct deficiencies inh the SIP. The
EPA invited public comments on these
rules, especially as to their consxstency
with the Clean Air Act.

DATE: Comments may be submitted
up to August 28, 1978.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be sent
to: Regional Administrator, Attention:
Air and Hazardous Materials Division,
Alr Programs Branch, California SIP
Section (A-4), Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, Region IX, 215 Fremont
Street, San Francisco, Calif.

Copies of the proposed revision are
available for public inspection during
normal business hours at the EPA
Region IX office at the above address
and at the following location: Madera
County Air Pollution Control District,
135 West Yosemite Avenue, Madera,
Calif. 93637; California Air Resources

PROPOSED RULES

Board, 1102 -Q Street, P.O. Box 2815,
Sacramento, Calif. 95814; Public Infor-
mation Reference Unit, ,Room 2922
(EPA Library), 401 M Street SW.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20460.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Wayne A. Blackard, EPA, Region
IX, 415-556-7882.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The California Air Resources Board
submitted the following rule on Octo-
ber 13, 1977:

Rule 412.1 Transfer of Gasoline
into Stationary Storage Containers.

In the Feperar. REGISTER notice
dated August 22, 1977 (42 FR 42219),
action was deferred on certain agricul-
tural burning rules; namely Rules
416.1 (eX(1), (eX(1), (eX3) and (e)4),
submitted on January 10, 1975. These
rules are now being proposed for dis-
approval as follows:

Rule 416.1¢c)(1), Agricultural Burn-
ing allows range improvement burning
on “no burn” days and authorizes the
Air Pollution Control Officer to pro-
hibit range improvement burning
during the permitted period where
“such prohibition is required for main-
tenance of suitable air quality.” This
rule is proposed to be disapproved be-
cause (1) “suitable air quality” is not
defined, and (2) no data was submitted
which demonstrates that this addi-
tional exemption would not interfere
with the attainment and maintenance
of the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS).

Rule- 416.1(e)(1), Agricultural Burn-
ing, Exceptions, is proposed to be dis-
approved since it allows the Air Pollu-
tion Control Officer to authorize agri-
cultural burning on no-burn days if
denial of such permission would
threaten economic loss. Economic fac-
tors are an impermissible basis upon
which to condition the granting of var-
iances from the emission limitations
absent a showing that all other re-
quirements of Section 110 of the Clean
Air Act as well as NAAQS will be met.

Rule 416.1(e)(3), Agricultural Burn-
ing, Exceptions, is proposed to be dis-
approved because it exempts open
burning in agricultural operations
above 3,000 feet mean sea level and &
control strategy demonstration show-
ing that this a\exemptlon will not inter-
fere with theé a,ttamment and mainte-
nance of the NAAQS was not submit-
ted. Rule 416.1(eX(4), Agricultural
Burning, Exceptions, exempts agricul-
tural burning in areas above 6,000 feet
mean sea level. Since paragraphs
(e)(3) and (e)4) taken together re-
place Rule 416.1(c)(2) and they are not
separable, they both are proposed to
be disapproved. Rule 416.1(c)(2) sub-
mitted on June 30, 1972 and previously
approved under 40 CFR 52.223 is pro-
posed to be retained.

In addition, we have reevaluated
rules concerning agricultural burning

and visible emission exemptions and
found that portions of Madera County
APCD’s rules were approved in error.
We are now proposing to disapprove
Rules 402 (¢) and (e), Exceptions and
Rule 416.1(cX1) Agricultural Burning,
previously approved under 40 CFR
52.223.

Rules 402 (c) and (e), Exceptions,
submitted on January 10, 19756 and
previously approved exempt “agricul.
tural operations” and “other equip-
ment used in agricultural operations”
from the visible emissions rule. The
terms “agricultural operations” and
“other equipment” are not defined in
the rules and regulations. Rules 402
(c) and (e) are proposed to be disap-
proved since they are vague and po-
tentially unenforceable.

Rule 416.1(c)(1), Agricultural Burn-
ing, Exceptions, submitted on June 30,
1972, and previously approved, allows
the Air Pollution Control Officer to
authorize burning on no-burn days.
Since this authority has the potential
of allowing exceedance of the NAAQS,
it is not consistent with the Clean Air
Act and is therefore proposed to be
disapproved.

Under section 110 of the Clean Air

" Act as amended, and 40 CFR. part 51,

the Administrator is required to ap-
prove or disapprove the regulations
submitted as revisions to the SIP. The
Regional Administrator hereby issues
this notice setting forth the revision to
rule 412.1 as proposed rulemaking and
advises the public that interested pex«
sons may participate by submitting
written comments to the region IX
Office. Public commerits are also invit-
ed on the proposed disapprovals of the
agricultural burning and visible emis-
sion exemption ‘rules. Comments re-
ceived on or before 60 days after publi-
cation of this notice will be considered.
Comments received will be available
for public inspection at the EPA

‘region IX Office and the EPA Public

Information Reference Unit.

AvuTtHORITY: Sections 110 and 301(a) of the
Clean Air Act as amended (42 U.S.C. 7410
and 7601¢a)).

Dated: June 2, 1978.

PauL DE FaLco,
Regional Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-18058 Filed 6-28-78; 8:46 am)

B

[6560-01]

[49 CFR Part 52]
[FRL 919-11

STATE OF MARYLAND

Proposed Revision of Maryland State Implae~
mentation Plan; Extension of Comment
Period

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Proposed rule—Extension of
public comment period.
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SUMMARY: This notice is a followup
to previous extension notices which
appeared in the FepeErarL REGISTER on
April 11, 1978 (43 FR 15167) and May
26, 1978 (43 FR, 22748). The purpose of
this notice is to further extend the
public comment period for the notice
of proposed rulemaking issued by EPA
Region III on March 6, 1978 (43 FR
9162) pertaining to a proposed revision
of the Maryland State Implementa-
tion Plan (SIP). The proposed plan re-
vision refers to an exception request
submitted to EPA by the State of
Maryland on behalf of the Westvaco
Corp., Luke Md.

DATE: The public comment period
has been extended to July 7, 1978.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the proposed
revision, together with supporting doc-
umentation and correspondence, are
available for public inspection during
nformal business hours at the offices
of:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region III, Curtis Building, Tenth Floor,
Sixth and Walnut Streets, Philadelphia,
Pa. 19106.

Maryland Bureau of Air Quality and Noise
Control, 201 West Preston Street, Balti-
more, Md. 21201. Attn: Me. George P. Fer-
reri.

Public Information Reference Unit, Room
2922, EPA Library, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M Street SW.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20460.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Israel Milner, Manager, Plans
Management Group, Air Programs
Branch, U.S., Environmental Protec-
tion Asgency, Region III, Curtis
Building, 6th and Walnut Streets,
Philadelphia, Pa. 19106, telephone
215-597-8174.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

On March 6, 1978 (43 FR 9162), EPA

issued a notice of proposed rulemaking
pertaining to & proposed revision of
the Maryland State Implementation
Plan and on April 11, 1978 (43 FR
15167) the public comment period for
this notice was extended to May 8,
1978. On May 26, 1978 (43 FR 22748)
the public comment period was fur-
ther extended to June 7, 1978. The
proposed plan revision refers to an ex-
ception request submitted to EPA by
the State of Maryland on behalf of
the Westvaco Corp., Luke, Md. The re-
quest would except Westvaco from the
applicable Sfate and Federal sulfur
content-in-fuel regulations and at the
same time, limit sulfur dioxide emis-
sions from all fuel-burning equipment
located at this facility to 49 tons per
- day.

This notice is to advise the public
that the cominent period on this ex-
ception request is extended unti! July
7, 1978. All comments submitted on or
before that date will be considered as
a2 basis for the Administrator's final

PROPOSED RULES

determination with regard to this pro-
posed SIP revision.

(AUTHORITY: 42 U.S.C. 7401).
Dated: June 21, 1978.

Jack J. ScHRaMy,
Regional Administratlor.

IFR Daoc. 78-18061 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6712-01]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[47 CER Part 81]
[Gen. Docket No. 78-67]

INTERCONNECTION AND UPGRADING OF
PUBLIC COAST FACILITIES PROVIDING RA-
DIOTELEGRAPH SERVICE

Order Extending Yime for Filing Responses and
Replies

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Extension of time granted
for filing responses to initial com-
ments submitted in Docket No. "78-67
(Interconnection and Upgrading of
Public Coast Facilitles Providing Ra-
diotelegraph Services).

SUMMARY: Commission {inds that
the Communications Workers of
America (CWA) has shown good cause
for an extension of time to file re-
sponses in Docket No. 78-61.

DATES: Responses to initial com-
ments are due on or before July 17,
1978. Replies to responses are due on
or before July 31, 1978.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

James L. Ball, International Fro-
grams Staff, Common Carrier
Bureau, 202-632-3214.

ORDER
Adopted: June 22, 1978.
Released: June 23, 1978,

In the matter of interconnection and
upgrading of public coast facilities
providing radiotelegraph service, Gen.
Docket No. 78-67.2

1. By notice of proposed rulemaking
in the above-referenced matter, re-
leased February 27, 1978, FCC 78-115,
the Commission instituted a proceed-
ing to prescribe measures for improve-
ment of maritime mobile communica-
tions services rendered by public coast
radiotelegraph stations, including the
interconnection and upgrading of the
facilities of such stations. The Notice
called for interested persons to submit

tSee 43 FR 21701, Moy 19, 1878.
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comments and required the licensees
of clacs IA public coast stations to pro-
vide certain information on or before
April 17, 1873, for each station operat-
ed. It also invited responses to be filed
on or before May 8, 1978, and replies
to be filed on or before May 18, 1978.

2. The time for filing initial com-
ments was twice extended at the re-
quest of public coost station licensees
to June 5, 1978. Responses to those
comments are now due on or before
June 26, 1878, and replies to responsss
may-=be filed on or befcre July 8, 1973.

3. We now have before us for consid-
eration a request from the Communi-
cations Workers of America (CWA) for
a 30-day extenclon of time for submit-
ting responses to the comments filed.
In support, CWA states that it needs
additional time to review the com-
ments and supporting information
filed by public coast station licensees.
CWA also states that its personnel re-
sponsible for enalyzing this material
hove recently been involved in ifs
annual convention for 10 to 12 days,
and have heen unable to review the in-
formation filed.

4. We will substantially grant CWA’s
request. The information that we have
received in this proceeding is exten-
sive. As we previously stated, we desire
to develop a record which will permit
us to fashion a policy designed to pro-
mote rapid, efficient public coast ra-
dlotelegraph services with adequate
facllities at reasonable charges. We,
therefore, not only wish fo give public
coast station licensees and other inter-
ested parties a reasonable opportunity
to file comments and provide informa-
tion, but we also desire to allow 2 rea-
sonable time for meaningful re-
sponses. A 21-day extension of time
will permit CWA sufficient time for
preparation of meaningful responses
to the comments and information al-
ready filed.

5. Accordingly, it is ordered, pursu-
ant to §0.203 of the Commission’s
rules and regulations, 47 CFR 0.303
(1977), that the request of the Com-
munications Workers of America is
granted In part and denied in all other
respects.

6. It is further ordercd, That the pro-
cedural dates in the proceeding are ex-
tended as follows:

Responses, July 17, 1978; replies, July 31,
1578.

FeDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
CoMuussION,
WarLrer R. HINCHMAR,
Chief, Common
Carrier Bureaiw.
[FR Doc. 78-16146 Filed 6-23-78; 8:45 am}
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[1505-01]
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Office of the Secretary
[49 CFR Part 271
[{OST Docket No. 56; Notice No. 78-61

HONDISCRIMINATION ON THE BASIS OF
HANDICAP IN FEDERALLY ASSISTED PRO-
GRAMS AND ACTIVITIES RECEIVING OR
BENEFITING FROM FEDERAL FINANCIAL AS-
SISTANCE

~

Correction <

In FR Doc. 78-15999, appearing as
separate part V at page 25016 in the
issue of Thursday, June 8, 1978, the
following changes should be made in
Table 1 on page 25018:

1. FPor the Urban Mass Transporta-
tion Administration portion of the
proposed regulations:

a. With a compliance period of 12
years with 6 percent annual inflation,
the extimated Total Capital Cost is

“2,817.2” and the estimated Annual

Capital Cost in Years 1-3 is “234.8".

b. With a compliance period of 30
years with a 6 percent annual infla-
tion, the analogous numbers are
“4,678.3"” and “155.9".

2. The TOTAL (12-year comphance
period) is “1,797.0".

All numbers are for millions of 1977
dollars.

[4910-60]
Materials Transportation Bureau
. [49 CFR Part 1731
{Docket No. HM-162; Notice No, '78-9]

SHIPPERS—GENERAL REQUIREMENTS FOR
SHIPMENTS AND PACKAGINGS

Metric Equivalence for Quantity Limitations

AGENCY: Materials Transportation
Bureau, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak-
ing.

SUMMARY: The amendment pro-
posed herein would authorize, for
quantity limitations that are now spec-
ifled by U.S. liquid measure or avoir-
dupois weight in the Department’s
Hazardous Materials Regulations, the
use of metric measures substituted on
the basis of 1 liter per quart and 500
grams per pound. The authorization
would extend to quantities,of 110 gal-
lons or less and 1,000 pounds or less.
This proposed rule is issued as the
result of petitions that recommended
revision of the Department’s Hazard-
ous Materials Regulations to facilitate
conversion to metric measurements in
tile transportation of hazardous mate-
rials.

DATE: Comments must be rec‘eived on
or before August 18, 1978.

PROPOSED RULES

ADDRESS: Send comments to Dock-
ets Branch, Information Services Divi-
sion, Office of Program Support, 2100
Second Street SW., Washington, D.C.
20590. It is requested that five copies
be submitted.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Alan I. Roberts, Associate Director
for Hazardous Materials Regulation,
Materials Transportation, Research
and Special Programs Administra-
tion, 2100 Second Street SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20590, 202-426-0656.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
By petition dated February 7, 1977,
the Manufacturing Chemists Associ-
ation (MCA) recommended revision of
section 173.26(a) of the Department’s
Hazardous Materials Regulations to
facilitate conversion to metric mea-
surements in the transportation of
hazardous materials. The MCA stated
that this change would permit the
conversion of any hazardous materials
package to metric measurements and
that such a change would provide
shippers and-packaging manufacturers
with the necessary latitude to convert
to more practicable capacities meas-
ured in metric units, such as are now
provided for by the regulations of the
International Air Transport Associ-
ation and the Inter-Governmental
Maritime Consultative Organization.
The MCA petition is similar to an ear-
lier petition of the International Air
Transport Association conta.mmg the
rationale that the 10-percent increase
in the net quantity per package (dry
measure) for import and export ship-
ments would have a negligible effect
on safety, since the packaging require-
ments otherwise would be the same.

With the exception of an exclusion |

pertaining to packagings having large
volumes, the Bureau agrees with the
petitioners and believes that adoption
of the changes proposed herein (1) will
have no adverse effect on the safe
-transportation of hazardous materials;
(2) will be of considerable assistance to
shippers converting to - systems of
metric measurement for both domestic
and international purposes; and (3)
will not impose any additional costs on
packaging manufacturers or shippers
since use of the provisions of §173.26
is optional.

~ ‘The second sentence in the proposed
change states “Specification packag-
ings must be marked to indicate the
use of metric measurements and must
be tested accordingly.” An illustration
of compliance with this proposed re-
quirement.for a DOT-17E drum would
be,

“DOT-17E STC ABC 18-220L-78"

and a corresponding change in the
quantity of water used in the drop test
based on a rated capacity of 220 liters.

The primary drafter of this docu-
ment is Alan I. Roberts, Associate Di-

rector for Hazardous Materials Regu-
lation, Materials ‘Transportation
Bureau, Research and Special Pro-
grams Administration.

In consideration of the foregoing,
§173.26 paragraph {(a) of Title 49,
Code of Federal Regulations, would be
revised to read as follows:

§173.26 Quantity limitations.

(2) When quantity limitations are
specified in this subchapter by U.S.
liquid measure for 110 gallons or less,
or by avoirdupois weight for 1,000
pounds or less, quantitites measured in
metric units may be substituted on the
basis of 1 liter per quart and 500
grams per pound., Specification pack-
agings must be mdrked to indicate the
use of metric measurements and must
be tested accordingly. Abbreviations
for metric markings are L for liter, ml
for milliliter, kg for kilogram, and ¢
for gram.

» * * * *

(16 U.S.C. 1803, 1804, 1808; 49 CFR 1.63(c)
and)paragraph (n)(4) of appendix A to part
102,

Norte.—The Materials Transportation
Bureau has determined that this document
does not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an economic impact state.
ment under Executive Order 11949, and
OMB Circular A-107 nor an environmental
impact statement under the National Envi.
ronmental Policy Act (49 U.S.C. 4321 ot
seq.).

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June
26, 1978.

AraN 1, ROBERTS,
Associate Director for Hazard-
ous Materials Reguluation, Ma«
terials Transporiation Burca,

[FR Doc. 78-18235 Filed 6-28-78; 8:456 am)]

[7035-01]

- INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[49 CFR Part 1124]
(Ex Parte No. 277 (Sub-No. 1)]

REGULATIONS GOVERNING THE ADEQUACY
OF INTERCITY RAIL PASSENGER SERVICE

Hearing on Proposed Regulations

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Hearing announcement.

SUMMARY: The Commission will co-
chair a hearing that the Department
of Transportation has scheduled to re-
ceive comments on proposed regula.
tions for insuring adequate service and
facilities for handicapped persons
traveling as intercity rail passenger.
The regulations apply to all carriers
providing such services.

DATES: The hearing(s) will be held
on July 26, 1978, and on July 27, 1978,
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if necessary. Parites wishing to speak
must file a request with the Commis-
sion and DOT on or before July 9,
1978. A written summary of the oral
presentation should be submitted on
or before the July 26, 1978 hearing,
but in no event later than September
7, 1978. Copies of the summaries pre-
sented with respect to the DOT sec-
tion will be accepted, provided they
also refer to the appropriate section of
the Commission’s proposed regula-
tions.

ADDRESSES: The hearing will be
held in room 2230 of the Department
of Transportation (Nassif Building),
400 Seventh Street SW., Washington,
D.C. 20590. Sessions each day will con-
vene at 9 am. and conclude at 4:30
p.m. An original and one copy of the
oral presentation request and an origi-
nal and three copies of the written
summaries should be sent to the Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Office of
Proceedings, Section of Finance,
Washington, D.C 20423.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
 CONTACT:

Edward Schack, 202-275-7581.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Notice of the reopening of Ex parte
No. 277 (Sub-No. 1), Adequacy of In-
tercity Rail Passenger Service, to es-
tablish regulations to insure handi-
capped persons access to intercity pas-
senger service and facilities, was pub-
lished in -the FEeDERAL REGISTER On
June 9, 1978, 43 FR 25152-25156.
DOT’s corresponding proposed regula-
tions were published in the IEDERAL
ReGISTER on June 8, 1978, 43 FR
25016-25066.

DOT plans to hold an informal oral
hearing, on July 26 (and if necessary,
July 27), 1978, to augment the written
comments concerning the proposed
regulations. To avoid duplication of
effort, the Commission will hold its
hearing in conjunction with the DOT
hearing. A Commission representative
will jointly preside over the portions
of the informal hearing relevant to
the Commission’s proposed regula-
tions.

The hearing is intended to provide
an informal forum for gathering infor-
mation. Parties will be given up to 10
minutes to present their oral remarks.
No cross-examinations or rebuttal
time will be provided. A transcript will
be made. All interested parties are in-
vited to attend.

The hearings will be held in room
2230 of the Department of Transpor-
tation (Nassif Building), 400 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20590.
Sessions each day will convene at 9
a.m. and conclude at 4:30 p.m., with an
hour recess for lunch. The room is ac-
cessible to wheelchairs, and interpret-
ers for the deaf will be provided.

If the written comments and oral
testimony raise issues which warrant
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further discussion, the Commission
may schedule further hearings at a
later date.

The written comments and summar-
ies will be available for public inspec-
tion at the offices of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, 12th Street
and Constitution Avenue NW., Wash-
ington, D.C., during regular business
hours.

Decided: June 22, 1978.

By the Commission, Chairman
O‘Neal, Vice Chairman Christian,
Commissioners Murphy, Brown, Staf-
ford, Gresham, and Clapp, Commis-
sioner Clapp absent and not partici-
pating.

NaNcy L. WiLsoN,
Acting Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 78-18316 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[7035-01]
[4? CFR Part 1056]
{Ex Parte No. NMC-19 Sub-No. 23]

PRACTICES OF MOTOR COMMON CARRIER OF
HOUSEHOLD GOODS

Investigation into Estimaling Practices

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Proposed rule extension of
comment’ time.

SUMMARY: In its interim report in
this proceeding, served April 26, 1978,
the Commission proposed to bind
household goods carriers to the esti-
mates which they give to Individual
c.o0.d. shippers. Comments on the regu-
lations proposed by the Commission
were due June 30, 1978. Published on
May 2, 1978, at page 18712,

In light of the substantial and com-
plex issues which the proposed regula-
tions raise and of the Commission’s
need for complete information on the
effect of its proposed rules, the dead-
line for filing comments in this pro-
ceeding has been extended to August
30, 1978. No further extensions are
contemplated.

DATE: Comments are now due on or
before August 30, 1978.

ADDRESSES: Send comments to Sec-
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20423.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Michael Erenberg, 202-275-7292.

By the Commission, Chalrman
O'Neal, Vice Chairman Christian,
Commissioners Murphy, Brown, Staf-
ford, Gresham, and Clapp. Commis-
sioners Murphy and Stafford would
grant the petitions and extend the
deadline for filing comments to Sep-
tember 28, 1978,
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Dated: June 26, 1978, at Washington,
D.C.

Naxcy L. WILsoN,
Acting Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 78-18338 Filed 6-28-78; 10:42 am]

[4310-55]
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service
[50 CFR Part 20]
YATERFOWL HUNTING

Proposed Rule Prohibiting Possession of Shot-
shells Loaded With Material Other Thon Ap-
proved Nontoxfc Shot While Toking Water-
fowl In Nontoxlc Shot Zones.

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Proposed amendment.

SUMBMARY: This proposed amend-
ment would prohibit the possession of
shotshells loaded with any material
that has not been approved by the Di-
rector as nontoxic while taking water-
fowl In designated nontoxic shot
zones. It is proposed that this amend-
ment take effect in waterfowl hunting
seasons commencing in the fall of
1979. The intended effect is to reduce
the number of deaths to waterfowl
caused by eating spent lead pellets.

DATES: Comments on this propossd
rulemaking will be accepted until Sep-
tember 1, 1978.

ADDRESS: Submit comments to Di-
rector (FWS/MBMO), U.S. Fish and
wWildlife Service, Department of the
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Robert I. Smith, Special Projects
Coordinator, Office of MNgratory
Bird Management, US. Fish and
wildlife Service, Department of the
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240,
202-254-3207.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On July 28, 1976, the Fish and Wild-
life Service published a final rule re-
stricting the taking of waterfowl with
shotshells loaded with material that
has not been approved as nontoxic (41
FR 31388). This rule, codified in 50
CFR 20.21(j), related to the taking of
ducks, geese, swans, and coots in areas
deslgnated as nontoxic shot zones in
50 CFR 20.108.

On August 2, 1977, in recognition of
the fact that approved nontoxic shot
was manufactured in 12-gauge shells
only, the Service published a ruling
which prohibited the possession of
toxlc shot in 12-gauge shells while wa-
terfowl hunting in nontoxic shot zones
(42 FR 39106). This amendment per-
mitted the possession and use of shot-
shells containing lead or other metals
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in guns bored for ammunition other -

than 12-gange, and it was for the wa-
terfowl hunting seasons commencing
in 1977 and terminating in 1978.

In the rules section of today’s FEDER-
AL REGISTER an amendment of
§20.21(¢j) was published. This amend-
ment results from the fact that non-
toxic shot will not be available in 1978
in gauges other than 12-guage. This
amendment permits lead shot in
gauges other than 12-guage to be used
in designated nontoxic shot zones in
waterfowl hunting seasons commenc-
ing in 1978 and terminating in 1979.

The current proposal is for water-
fowl hunting seasons commencing in
1979 and for all subsequent waterfowl

hunting seasons, and it would termi- -

nate any exceptions to the nontoxie
shot ruling due to gauge of gun. Its

PROPOSEED RULES

purpose is to increase the effectiveness
of the nontoxic shot zones as 4 means
of reducing lead poisoning of water-
fowl caused by the ingestion of spent
lead pellets.

Accordingly, the Service proposes
the amend 50 CFR. 20 by deleting the
present (j) under § 20.21 and replacing
it with the following:

§20.21 Hunting methods.
™ * - a * *

(j) While possessing shotshells
loaded with any material other than a
material approved as nontoxic by the
Director pursuant to the procedures
set forth in §20.134: Provided, that
this restriction applies only-to the
taking of ducks, geese, and swans (4n-
atidae), and coots (Fulica americana)

in areas described in §20.108 as none
toxic shot zones.

This proposed amendment was auth-
ored by Robert I. Smith, Office of Mi-
gratory Bird Management, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, Department of
the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240,
202-254-32017.

Nore.—Thé Fish and Wildlife Service hay
determined that this document does not
contain a major proposal requiring preparas
tion of an Economic Impact Statement
under Executive Order 11949 and OMB Clr-
cular A-107.

Dated: June 23, 1978.

Lynn A. GREENWALT,
~ Direclor, United Slutes
Fish and Wildlife Service.
[FR Doc. 78-18158 Filed €-28-78; 8:45 am]

L
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organization and fu are examples of doc

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains documents other than rules or proposed rules that ore opplicable to the public. Notices of heorings and
investigations, committee meetings, agency decisions and rulings, delegations of authodity, filing of petitisns and applications ond agency statements of

ts appearing in this section.

[3410-11]
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service
ARIZONA SNOW BOWL SKI AREA PROPOSAL
Auvdila<lity of Draft Environmental Statement

Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Forest Service, Department
of Agriculture, has prepared a draft
environmental statement for the Ari-
zona Snow Bowl Ski Area Proposal on
the Coconino National Forest, USDA-
FS-R-3-DES-78-01.

The environmental statement con-
cerns a proposal for a 777 acre permit-
ted ski area on the Flagstaff Ranger
District of the Coconino National
Forest, Coconino County, Ariz.

This draft environmental statement
was transmitted to EPA on June 23,
1978. )

Copies are available for inspection-
during regular working hours at the
following locations:

USDA, Forest Service, South Agriculture
Building, Room 3210, 12th Street and In-
dependence Avenue SW. Washington,
D.C. 20013.

USDA, Forest Service, Southwestern
Region, 517 Gold Avenue SW., Albuquer-
que, N. Mex. 87102,

Coconino National Forest, 2323 Greenlaw
Lane, Flagstaff, Ariz. 86001.

Single copies are available upon re-
quest to the Forest Supervisor, Coco-
nino National Forest, 2323 Greenlaw
Lane, Flagstaff, Ariz. 86001. Please
refer to the name and number of the
environmental statement when order-

Copies of the environmental state-
ment have been sent to various Feder-
al, state, and local agencies as outlined
in the EPA guidelines.

Comments are invited from the
public, State, and local agencies which
are authorized to develop and enforce
environmental standirds and from
Federal agencies having jurisdiction
by law or special expertise with re-
spect to any environmental impact in-
volved for which comments have not
been requested specifically.

Comments concerning the proposed
action and requests for additional in-
formation should be addressed to the
Forest Supervisor, Coconino National
Forest, 2323 Greenlaw Lane, Flagstaff,
Ariz. 86001. Comments must be re-
ceived within 60 days from the date

the statement was transmitted to EPA
in order to be considered in the prepa-

ration of the final environmental

statement.
GARY E. CarcrLy,
Acting Regional Forester, Region 3.

JONE 23, 1978.
[FR Doc. '18-18089 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4110-12]

ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTA-
TION BARRIERS COMPLIANCE
BOARD
SOLICITATION FOR REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL

(RFP)

Subject: Plan, arrange, and conduct

awareness seminars.

Summary: The Architectural and
Transportation Barriers Compliance
Board (A&TBCB) has a requirement
to plan, arrange, and conduct five sem-
inars to increase awareness, attention,
and action aimed at the removal of en-
vironmental barriers among decislon-
makers throughout the Nation. This
objective includes research efforts
which result in the development of
workshop materials and provide
trained personnel to coordinate, faclli-
tate, and conduct the five seminars
and the necessary followup action.

Eligible applicants; This require-
ment is restricted to public and private
nonprofit organizations only.

Dates: Issue date on or about July
-14, 1978. RFP due date August 14,
1978. All requests for the RFP re-
ceived during the first 20 days of the
solicitation period will be honored. All
other requests will be filled on a
supply available, first-come-first-
served basls.

Address: Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare, Office of
Human  Development, Contracts
Branch, Room 319B, Hubert H. Hum-
phrey Building, 200 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20201,
Attn.: Contracting Officer. Solicitation
No. HEW 105-78-7101. Please enclose
three self-addressed mailing labels.

Dated: June 26, 1978.

ROBERT JOENSON,
Ezxecutive Direclor.

[FR Doc. 78-179986 Filed §-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4110-12]

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON AN
ACCESSIBLE ENVIRONMENT

Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
section 10¢a)(2) of the Federal Adviso-
ry Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463)
that the third 1978 meeting of the Na-
tional Advisory Committee on an Ac-
cessible Environment will be held on
July 22 and 23, 1978, at 9 am. to 5 pam.
The meeting will be held at the Port-
lJand Hilton Hotel, 921 Southwest
Sixth Avenue, Portland, Oreg.

The National Advisory Committee
on an Accessible Environment is estab-
lished under the 1974 amendments to
the Rehabilitation Act, Pub. L. 93-516,
29 U.S.C. 792, et seq. The Committee
is established to provide advice, guid-
ance, and recommendations to the Ar-
chitectural and Transportation Bar-
riers Compliance Board in carrying
out its functions.

The meeting of the Committee shall
be open to the public. On the first day,
the Committee will discuss the status
of activities since the previous meeting
and new business relating to pending
legislation and the future of this Com-
mittee. During the afternoon of the
{irst day, the National Advisory Com-
mittee will hold subcommittee meet-
ings on specific issues requiring atten-
tion.

On Sunday, July 23, 1978, the Na-
tional Advisory Committee on an Ac-
cessible Environment will host ifs
second Public Awareness Session for
this year, concerning the activities and
enabling legislation of the Architec-
tural and Transportation Barriers
Compliance Board and its Advisory
Committee. The specific subject areas
of the Public Awareness Session con-
cern mobility and communications
barrlers, transportation accessibility,
accessibility standards, and legal
rights, -

Persons interested- in attending the
meeting should contact Ms. Laurinda
Steele, Coordinator, Architectural and
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Transportation Barriers Compliance Board, Room 1010, Mary E. Switzer
Buildmg, 330 C Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20201, telephone 202-245-1801.

ROBERT JOHNSON,

Executive Director, Architectural and
Transportation Barriers Compliance Board.

[FR Doc. 78-18123 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6712-01]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSI@N
[Report No. 11291

PETITIONS FOR RECONSIDERATION OF ACTIONS IN RULEMAKING FROCEEDINGS FILED

JUKE 26, 1978.

Docket or RM No. Rule No.

Subject Date received

21230

‘Amendment of pt. 31, Uniform System of

Accounts for Class A and Class B Tele-
phone Companies.

Filed by Edward L. Priedman and Thomas
M. Eichenberger, attorneys for American

June 12, 1978.

Telephone & Telegraph Co.

Filed by Peter H. Schiff, Richard A. Soclo-

June 16, 1978,

mon, and Dennis Lane, attorneys for The
~ Public Service Commission of the State of
New York.

21352

Public Notice of Intent to Sell Broadcast
Station.
Filed by Erwin E. Krasnow and Melvin L,

June 19, 1978.

Reddick, attorneys for National Associ-
ation of Broadcasters.

Nore.—Oppositions to petitions for reconsideration must be filed on or before July 19, 1978. Replies to

an opposition must be filed on or before July 24, 1978.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION,

WILLIAM J. TRICARICO,
Secretary.

{FR Doc. 78-18124 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6320-01]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
{Docket No. 29034; Order 78-6-61]

ALASKA AIRLINES, INC,

Order To Show Cause Regarding Subsidy Mml
Rates

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington,
D.C., on the 22d day of June 1978.

By this order, the Board is proposing
to establish final subsidy rates for
Alaska Afrlines, Inc. (Alaska), to be ef-
fective on and after March 23, 1976.

By order 76-3-147, dated March 23,
1976, the Board instituted an investi-
gation of Alaska Airlines’ subsidy mail
rate, opened the rate, and directed the
carrier to supply specific information.!

In instituting the investigation, the
Board stated:

We are confronted with our responsibil-
ities in dispensing the taxpayers’ money in
the form of air transportation subsidy pay-

'This order also applied to Wien Au-
Alaska, Inc., under a separate docket. A
final rate was established for' Wien in orders
17-5-28 and 77-5-103. Order 76-4-181 modi-
tied the directions for supplying informa-
tion, B

ments as well as our statutory duty to en-
courage and foster the development of an
air transportation system adapted to the
present and future needs of the Alaskan
“bush” communities. Thus, until we are
able to analyze theresults of the forthcom-
ing investigafion, we are not prepared to
risk disruption nor to impose undue finan-
cial constraints on the present level of serv-
ice. Accordingly, we will not terminate sub-
sidy payments at this time but we will re-
quire repayment of any subsidy paid on or
after the reopening date specified in this
order, or such later date as may be deter-
mined in the course.of the proceeding,
which is found after investigation to be ex-
cessive, -

Thus, the Board departed from its
normal policy of’ setting temporary
subsidy rates at a level sufficient to
cover operating losses plus interest ex-
pense on long-term debt.? Because of
the carrier’s pipeline-related profits in
1974 and 1975, the Board’s usual tem-
porary rate policy would have meant a,
zero temporary rate for Alaska pend-
ing the establishment of a final rate.

Out of a sense of caution, then, the
Board made the conservative assump-
‘tion that Alaska’s profitability would
drop drastically. As the investigation
progressed, however, the carrier's

2See §399.30 of the Boards policy state-
ments.

profits did not drop significantly and,
as the ratemaking analysis in the ap-
pendices to this order show, it was
able to earn good profits during the
first 2 years of the rate period, even
excluding the temporary subsidy it re.
ceived.

The Board’s deviation from normal
temporary rate policy coupled with
the unexpectedly good experience of
the carrier since its subsidy rate was
opened has created several unique
practical problems in this case. Based
on traditional analysis, the carrier had
no systemwide need for subsidy during
the period March 23, 1976, through
March 31, 1978; as explained below,
however, it will require subsidy sup-
port in the future.? Ordinarily, the
Board would simpply require a pay-
back of the temporary subsidy the car-
rier had received and set a future rate
based on an analysis of the future re-
quirements. In this case, however, we
are persuaded that this course of
action would not be in the public in-
terest because it would so impair the
carrier's financial position as to sig-
nificantly undermine f{ts ability to
maintain air transportation services
throughout its system, including ser«
vices adapted to the present and
future needs of small communities in
Alaska.

Because of the unique circumstances
of this case, we are proposing instead
that a 5-year rate be set encompassing
the first 2 years of the open rate
period and 3 future years.! This §-year
rate will cover a period of continued
pipeline-related prosperity and a
period of reduced profitability which
we foresee for the next few years, at
least until the resurgence of economic
activity related to the planned gas
pipeline can be felt. Thus, dramatic
changes in profitability relating to the
unique pipeline construction period
will be considered together with the
more normal experience which can be
anticipated in the years immediately
ahead.

The Board has in the past consid-
ered financial need over a perfod of
several years in determining whether a
carrier is self-sufficient. In this case,
self-sufficiency is clearly not the issue.
Alaska continues to be a small comnpa-
ny and its recent prosperity is tied
closely to the unique pipeline con-
struction period. This is not a case
~where a carrier has grown and ma.
tured to the point of financial inde-
pendence. Nevertheless, we find that a
5-year rate period in this case, coupled
with a carefully taflored distribution
of payments, offers a practical solu-
tion to a difficult problem: naniely,
how to meet our responsibility to the
taxpayers to insure that subsidy pay-

*See appendices I and II,
. 'The exact period of the rate will be
‘March 23, 1976, through March 31, 1981.
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ments are not éxcessive while at the
same time insuring the continuation
of needed services in the State of
Alaska.

As part of this practical solution, we
propose to require a $1 niillion pay-
back of the subsidy received under the
temporary rate. A payback of this
amount will not unduly impair Alas-
ka’s financial condition and will allow
subsidy payments during the latter
part of the rate period to be high
enough to insure the continuation of

. adequate services at small communi-
ties. While the carrier will receive an
amount equal to its need over the 5-
year rate period, we are tailoring a
payment formula to distribute more
subsidy to the early part of the period
and less to the latter part. In this way,
the carrier will not be required to
refund a’ substantial portion of the
temporary subsidy it has received.
However, it will be required to main-
tain operations in the future on a re-
duced subsidy level.

During the first 2 years of the open
rate period, Alaska received approxi-
mately $4.3 milion in temporary subsi-
dy. Our analysis shows that its system
was profitable enough during that
time to operate without subsidy (see
appendix I%). The carrier has demon-
strated to our satisfaction, however,
that if it were required to refund the
full amount of temporary subsidy pay

- *it received, the impact on its financial

position would place it in violation of
covenants contained in its three prin-
cipal loan agreements,’* and the con-
tinuation of Alaska’s existing line of
credit with its principal lender (the
first line of credit Alaska has been
able to obtain in more than a decade)
would be placed in serious jeopardy.
Furthermore, a full payback would
constitute a material adverse occur-
rence under a note purchase agree-
ment for a new BT727-200 aircraft
which could result in a withdrawal of
financing for that aircraft and a
second aircraft which is on order. It is
particularly important to Alaska's
overall financial prospects that larger,
more efficient aircraft be acquired for
use in competitive mainland-Alaska
markets.® Finally, incurring a liability

5 Appendices I and II filed as part of the
original document.

52 A full payback could force the carrier to
violate minimum working capital covenants
and/or covenants prohibiting new debt in
excess of $1 million. The carrier supplied
the Board’s staff with copies of the relevant
loan balance sheet accounts. Given the car-
rier’s overall financial position, a chapter X
bankruptey proceeding could technically be
set in motion by these vioalations.

. SEvidence adduced in the Alaska Fares In-
vestigation (Docket 29198) shows that Alas-
ka’s aging B727-100 fleet is extremely costly
to operate on a unit basis when compared to
the costs experienced by its competitors
who operate wide-bodied and stretched
equipment. (See appendix C of the initial

NOTICES

of $4.3 million would represent a re-
duction in net worth of some 20 per-
cent with an attendant deterjoration
in the debt equity ratio (to approxi-
mately 70 : 30) which, coupled with an
extremely poor current ratio, would
probably eliminate the possiblity of
raising equity capital.

Although Alaska has had several
years of good earnings because of the
pipeline-related boom, it is still {finan-
cially weak. Its."“current ratio” has
been consistently poor over the years
and stood at 0.52 to 1 on March 31,
1978, nearly the worst current ratio in
the scheduled certificated Industry,”
and it still has a retained earnings
deficit. Given the carrier’s overall f{i-
nancial condition and the uncertain-
ties in the State of Alaska's boom/bust
economy, there is a very real possibil-
ity that a technical default involving
one or more of its financial agree-
ments could have a disproportionately
large impact on Alaska's abflity to
maintain the financing necessary to
conduct its operations.

Our intention in maintaining a high
temporary subsidy rate was to insure
that needed services in the State of
Alaska would not be jeopardized. Al-
though, in retrospect, the temporary
rate proved to be too high, it would
make little sense to try to correct that
miscalculation now by requiring a
refund of temporary subsidy pay when
doing so could seriously jeopardize the
continuation of those services.

The factual questions of this case
have been resolved in an informal rate
conference which was convened on
September 15, 1977, pursuant to rules
311-321 of the Board's rules of prac-
tice. There is no dispute between the
carrier and the Board's staff over the
calculation of subsidy need during the
first 2 years of the open rate period.

During the course of the informal
rate conference, the carrier supplied
detailed forecasts of its future oper-
ations, but the passage of time ren-
dered those forecasts obsolete. The
great uncertainty surrounding eco-
nomic activity in Alaska in the period
after the end of the oil pipeline con-
struction, the effects of strikes against
Alaska Airlines jtself and against
other carriers, ® and the unrepresenta-
tive nature of the airline operating re-
sults flowing from the unique pipeline
construction period, all render fore-

decisfon of ALJ Stephen Gross, served Liay
25, 1978.) The financing for the first B127-
200 is covered by a federzl loan guarantee
under Pub. L. 85-307.

Only Kodink-Western, also 2 subsidized
carrier, had a worse current ratio. Typically,
the current ration in the certificated indus-
try is somewhat above 1 to 1.

$When Air Alaska operated at a greatly
reduced level for approximately 2 months of
the second quarter of 1977 and Northwest
Airlines’ pilots have been on strike since the
end of April 1978.

28221

casting very difficult. In the interest
of resolving the issues in this case and
placing the carrier on 2 final rate, 2
projection of Alaska’s future need
bhased on the most recent operating ex-
perience and trends in load factors has
been used. -

While Alaska’s system operations
have achieved good earnings in recent
years, there is substantial evidence
that adequate systemwide earnings
cannot be sustained in the post-pipe-
line-construction peried without the
ald of subsidy. ? Because of the distort-
ing effects of a strike against Alaska
Alirlines, the clearest indication of eco-
nomic impact of the end of the oil
pipeline construction is the trend in
total mainland-Alaska traffic.” Com-
pared to traffic levels in 1976, main-
land-Alaska traffic in 1977 (the last
year of construction) was down 4.3
percent. In the first quarter of 1978,
total mainland-Alaska traffic was
down 12.8 percent compared to the
{irst quarter of 1977. Figures for
Alaska Alrlines alone show growth for
the first quarter of 1978, but only be-
cause the carrier was recovering from
a strike 1 year earlier. Mainland-
Alaska traffic for the carrier was down
9.1 percent in the first quarter of
1977 » and its total traffic was off 7.8
percent. Passenger traffic for the first
quarter of 1978 remained 1.8 percent
below that attained in the first quar-
ter of 1976 for the carrier's mainland-
Alaska markets and the carriers
system. Total mainland-Alaska traffic
for the {irst quarter of 1978 was 11.6
percent below the level reached in the
{irst quarter of 1976.32 =

It is apparent that the reduced
system need for subsidy that occa-
sioned this investigation was, in Iarge
measure, the result of achievement by
Alaska of abnormally high load fae-
tors resulting from the pipeline con-
struction and related economic boom.
In the absence of these load factors,
Alaska would have continued to re-
quire subsidy support, and given the
traffic declines mentioned above, it is”
very unlikely that the high load fac-

9In the course of the informal rate confer-
ence, it was established that Alaska’s system
need was substantially less than its need in
subsldy elizible operations alone. Under
Board policy, the lower of system need or
eligible need is concsidered in establishing
subsldy rates. Therefore, 2 system rate is
appliceble.

BpMainland-Alaska traffic accounts for 635
percent of the operating revenues of Alaska

€5,

nAlaska was the only mainland-Alaska
carrier with a traffic decline in the first
quarter of 1877.

ZFrefght, an important element in main-
land-Alaska operations, has also dropped
substantially from pipeline-construction
period levels. For the year ended March 31,
1978, Alaska’s freight revenue ton-miles
were cne-third lower than the level of the
year ended March 31, 1976.
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tors of the pipeline-construction
period can be sustained. In 1976, the
peak year of pipeline. construction,
Alaska’s passenger load factor was 63.8
percent. For 1977, the load factor
dropped to 59.9 percent. By the year
ended March 31, 1978, it had dropped
to 59.5 percent, down by 3.7 points
when compared to the year ended
March 31, 1977. Part of this load
factor decline was due to the reconfi-
guration of aircraft during the period.
However, even accounting for the

change in seating density, the carrier _

experienced a load factor decline of 1.9
points for the year ended March 31,
1978.12

In view of the recent trends in traf-
fic, particularly mainland-Alaska traf-
fic which represents the bulk of the
traffic for Alaska Airlines, it would be
unrealistic to assume that the carrier
*will be able to reduce its available ca-
pacity in direct proportion to traffic
declines, thereby maintaining its most
recent yearend load factor. Indeed, a
unilateral reduction in frequency
could be self-defeating in Alaska’s
case. Alaska effectively competes for
mainland-Alaska traffic with greater
frequency, using relatively small (in
relation to its competitors) B727-100
equipment. For example, in the Seat-
tle-Anchorage market, which account-
ed for 27 percent of Alaska’s scheduled
revenue passenger-miles in March of
this year, Alaska captured 31.3 percent
of the traffic, with 24.2 percent of the
capacily. )

While we believe a projected load
factor decline is realistic for the post-
pipeline-construction period, we are
not prepared to recognize worsening
capacity/traffic imbalances over the
long term. Therefore, we have incorpo-
rated into our projection of future
subsidy requirements a 1l-year decline
of 2 points, approximating the latest
avallable annual decline (after adjust-
ing for seating density changes).1¢
Based on the carrier’s most recent re-

- BThe carrier's average seats per afrcraft-
mile for the year ended March 31, 19717, was
101.5. For the year ended March 31, 1978,
the average seats per aircraft mile was
104.7. Actual aircraft miles for the year
ended March 31, 1978, multiplied by the
average seats per aircraft for the year ended
March 31, 1977, yields the normalized avail-
able seat-miles for the year ended March 31,
1978, Actual year ended March 31, 1978, rev-
enue passenger-miles over normalized avail-
able seat-miles produces a load factor of
61.3, a 1.9 point drop from the year ended

) March 31, 1977.

“Thus, the projected system subsidy need
for Alaska is based on a scheduled service
load factor of 57.5 percent. While this pro-
jection is low compared to the carrier’s pipe-
line related experience since 1975, it is 2 per-
centage points higher than the highest of
the previous 7 years. The projection is based
on the carrier's experience with its existing
fleet and does not account for the impact on
the load factor of the acquisition of larger,
more efficient B727-200 equipment.

NOTICES

ported results (for the year ended
March 31, 1978), the daddition of a full
year’s tax allowance, and the rate-
making and load factor adjustments
set out in appendix II, we are project-
ing a system subsidy need for Alaska
of approximately $2.1 million. The
carrier’s need calculations for the first
2 years of the rate period are set out
in appendix I.

As shown in the followmg table, the
carrier’s need over the total 5-year
rate period amounts to approximately
$6 million.

Rate System
period Service period covered need*
year
. <@
) P, Mar. 23, 1976, through Mar.
31, 1971... . 138(240)
b JSRY -\ +) 1. 1977 through Mar 31
1978, (110)
3. .. Apr. 1, 1978, through Mar. 31,
1979, 2,131
[ SRS Apr. 1, 1979, through Mar. 31,
1980 2,131
[ Apr. 1, 1980, through Mar. 31,
1981 2,131
Total... Mar. 23, 1976, through Mar.
31, 1981 6,043

*In thousands of dollars. _

Per appendix I, adjusted for an additional 9
days to cover the March 23, 1876, to Mar. 31, 1976
period.

THe carrier has already been paid
$4.26 million in subsidy for the first 2
years of the rate period. This would
leave $1.78 million in payments to be

‘provided in the last 3 years of the rate

or $594,333 per year. We are concerned
that the financial incentive to provide
adequate service to small communities

.during the next 3 years be sufficiently

high to insure service; annual subsidy
support of $594,333 may be too low in
this regard.’® A refund of $1 million
will allow the rate for the remaining 3
vears to rise to a level of $927,667.
This $1 million payback will not
impair the carrier’s ability to maintain
the financing necessary to assure serv-
ice adapted to the needs of the State
of Alaska. Therefore, we believe that a
$1 million payback is necessary to
allow a better distribution' of subsidy
over the rate period.

We recognize that an annual subsidy
level of less than $1 million will not
cover the fully allocated cost of Alas-
ka’s small community service. We be-
lieve, however, .that any operating ex-
pense savings which would result from

16We are tying the payment of subsidy in
the future directly to service to and from
the small communities served by Alaska. In
particular, the base mileage for billing pur-
poses will consit of nonstop mileage to and
from Cordova, Yakutat, Petersburg, Wran-
gell, and Gustavus. Scheduled mileage from
February and July of 1977 was used as.rep-
resentative :of peak and off-peak levels. A

performance factor of 85 percent was used.

to allow for flight cancellations due to
weather, mechanical problems, etc.

a discontinuation of small community
service (which we estimate to be $2.1
million) would be partially offset by a
loss of the local portion of long-haul
passenger revenues. Thus, on o mar-
ginal basis, the costs of providing serv-
ice at Alaska’s small communities may
well be below $1 million.? The subsidy
provided during the remainder of the
5-year rate period should, therefore,
provide adequate incentlve to main-
tain small community service. The car-
rier has given the Board written assur.
ance that under the subsidy rates we
have outlined above, it will conduct
services of at least the same quallty as
were performed during the first 2
years of the open rate period. This as-
surance, together with the evidence
that a full payback of temporary sub-
sidy would cause substantial horm to
the carrier’s ability to maintain
needed services in the State of Alaska,
has led us to our tentative finding that
a 5-year rate is appropriate in this
case.

Our analysis of Alaska’s need over
the next 3-year period is not to be con-
strued as a forecast of its need into
the indefinite future. It is an estimate
of Alaska’s need, given trends as we in-
terpret them today. Of course, major
changes, in the companies situation,
such as a merger, would require us to
reexamine the need. Furthermore, by
the end of 1980, the impact of the
planned gas pipeline should be felty
therefore, we will reexamine Alaska's
rate at that time.

The ratemaking adjustments used in
assessing Alaska’s subsidy need for the
first two annual periods since the rate
was opened, and for future annueal pe-
riods, included:

1. The elimination of legal fees and
officers’ salaries in excess of the pre-
scribed limits; 8

2. A nonoperating income offset
based on reported data; and,

3. A miscellaneous ratemaking ad-
justment (to eliminate items such as
contributions, liquor, entertainment,
etc,, from the carrier’s reported ex-
penses) based on an audit of the carri-
er’s records for calendar year 1977,

Investment was adjusted to transfer
current notés payable due beyond 90

1This does not include support for the
subcontracted “bush” operations which in
1977 resulted in a net loss to Alaska of
$235,623,

18For the year ended March: 31, 1977, the
limits were $50,000 for the chief exccutive
officer, $35,000 for other officers and
$70,000 for legal fees. For the year ended
March 31, 1978 (and future years), the
limits were raised to $75,000 for the chief
executive officer, $50,000 for ¢ach othor of«
ficer and $100,000 for legsl fees. The In.
creases in the limits are identlcal to the In«
creases used in the recent order instituting
an investigation of the local service class
subsidy rate, which similarly applles to the
si'ear ended March 31, 1978, (sce order 78-4-

26).
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days to long-term debt, and to elimi-
nate unamortized discount and ex-
pense on debt; also, a direct adjust-
ment to equity to eliminate unamor-
_ tized capital stock expense was made.
Additional adjustments to investment
include the elimination of: Invest-
ments in subsidiary companies; ad-
vances to nontransport divisions; spe-
cial funds—other; nonoperating prop-
erty and equipment—net; property ac-
quisition adjustment; and, other intan-
gibles.

The tax provisions in the subsidy
need calculation is based on the statu-
tory tax rate of 48 percent. A full
allowance was recognized for future
annual periods. However, Alaska did
not enter a tax position until July
1977; thus only 75 percent of an
annual tax allowance was recognized
for the year ended March 31, 1978.
Under the Board’s actual tax policy,
only effective tax rates are recognized
- in subsidy cases.'® The carrier stated it
will not use accelerated depreciation
for income tax purposes during the ef-
fective life of the rates proposed
herein. Should Alaska use accelerated
depreciation during the life of the
rate, the tax allowance provided in
this rate will be recalculated to reflect
the effective tax rate (exclusive of in-
vestment tax credit effects), and a
refund of the excessive tax allowance
paid and a reduced future rate will be
ordered.

The petition to intervene filed by
Saturn Airways, Inc. (Saturn has been
merged with Trans International Air-
lines, Inc.), will be dismissed for the
same reasons given in order 77-5-28,
which dismissed a similar petition
with regard to Wien Air Alaska.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly
sections 204(a) and 406 thereof, and
the regulations promulgated in 14
CFR Part 302:

It is ordered, That: 1. Alaska Air-
lines, Inc., is directed to show cause
why the Board should not fix, deter-
mine, and publish as the fair and rea-
sonable final rates of compensation to
be paid-Alaska-for the transportation
of mail by aircraft, the facilities used
and useful therefor, and the services
connected therewith between the
points between which the carrier has
been, is presently, or hereafter may be
authorized to transport mail by its cer-
tificate of public convenience and ne-
cessity, the sum of: (a) the carrier's
service mail pay as established in
other orders of the Board,® and (b)
subsidy as follows: _

»Exclusive of the effects of investment
tax credits which, by tax statute, we must
ignore in setting rates.

20This order is not intended to affect Alas-
ka’s service mail rates as established in
other applicable orders of the Board.

~ -

NOTICES

a. For the perjod March 23, 1976,
through March 31, 1978, inclusive, the
sum of $3,260,148; 2

b. For each calendar month during
the period April 1, 1978, through
March 31, 1981, inclusive, in which
miles designated by the Postmaster
General for the transportation of mail
are flown, an amount determined by
multiplying the appropriate rate
stated below by the scheduled miles
flown during the month in nonstop
service to and from the points Cordo-
va, Yakutat, Petersburg, Wrangell,
and Gustavus, or the appropriate base
mileage times the number of days in
the month, whichever is lower:

Perjod of operation Rate Dailybace

rpormile  mileage

Apr. 1, 1978, through Apr. 30,
1978

May 1, 1578, through Oct. 31,
1978, and the like 6-mo
peried in cach suceeeding

year,

Nov. 1, 1578, through Apr. 30,
1979, and the like G-mo
pericd in each succeeding

year.

$2.2463

1363

133958 1445

Provided, however, That the com-
pensation determined here is subject
to such adjustment as may be required
in the event that Alaska Alirlines elects
to use accelerated depreciation to
defer Federal income taxes which
would otherwise be payable for the
calendar 1977 tax year and subsequent
tax years.

Provided, further, That the rates set
forth above shall be reduced by any
adjusted.annual capital gain in accord-
ance with the provisions set forth in
appendix B to the Capital Gains Pro-
ceeding, 29 CAB 384 (1959) as such ap-
pendix may be amended from time to
time, and said appendix B is incorpo-
rated by reference.

The scheduled revenue plane miles
flown shall be computed on the direct
airport-to-airport mileage between the
points actually served on each revenue
trip operated over Alaska’s authorized
routes pursuant.to its flight schedules
filed with the Board including all reve-
nue trips operated as extra sections
thereto.

The compensation proposed here
shall be in licu of, and not in addition
to, the mail compensation previously
received by Alaska for mail transport-
ed on and after March 23, 1976,

2This amount is $1 million less than the
temporary subsidy mafl pay recelved by
Alaska for March 23, 1976, to March 31,
1978, service; therefore, a refund of $1 mil-
lion will be required. The details of the
method of reimbursement will be formulat-
ed by the CAB Comptrollcr.

21n accordance with normal practice with
regard to Alaskan carriers, the rate s de-
signed to provide Alaska with 60 percent of
the annual payment of services during the
low revenue, higher subsidy need months of
November through April.
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2. All further procedures here shall
be In accordance with the rules of
practice, particularly rule 302, et seq.,
and if there is any objection to the
rates specified in this order, notice
thereof shall be filed within 10 days,
and, if notice is filed, written answer
and supporting documents shall be
filed within 30 days, after the date of
service of this order;

3. If notice of objection is not filed
within 10 days, or if notice is filed and
answer Is not filed within 30 days after
service of this order, or if an answer
timely filed raises no material issue of
fact, all parties shall be deemed to
have waived the right to a hearing and
all other procedural steps short of a
{inal decision by the Board, and the
Board may enter an order fixing the
{inal subsidy rate specified here;

4. If notice of objection and answer
are filed presenting issues for hearing,
issues going to the establishment of
the fair and reasonable rates shall be
limited to those specifically raised by
such answers, except as othewise pro-
vided in 14 CFR 302.307,

5. The June 7, 1976, motion of Trans
International Airlines, Inc., as succes-
sor to Saturn Airways, Inc., for leave
to file an unauthorized document be
and it is hereby granted;

6. The petition of Trans Internation-
al Airlines, Inec., as successor to Saturn
Afrways, Inc., for leave to intervene in
docket 23034 be and it is hereby dis-
missed and,

7. This order shall be served on
Alaska Airlines, Inc., Trans Interna-
tional Airlines, Inc., and the Postmas-
ter General of the United States.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

PHYLLIS T. KAYLOR,
Secretary.

[FR Daoc, 78-18114 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6320-01]

[Docket No. 306991
OAXLAND SERVICE CASE

Oral Argument

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
the provisions of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended, that orzal ar-
gument in this proceeding is assigned
to be held before the Board on July 10
and 11, 1978, at 10 a.m. (local time), in
Room 1027, Universal Building, 1825
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20428.

Each party which wishes to partici-
pate in the oral argument shall so
advise the Secretary, in writing, on or
before June 30, 1978, together with
the name of the person who will repre-
sent it at the argument.
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Dated at Washington, D.C., June 23,
1978.
PHYLLIS T. KAYLOR,
Secretary.

{FR Doc. 78-18113 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6335-01]
CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION
NEW YORK ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Rescheduled Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
the provisions of the rules and regula-
tions of the U.S. Commission on Civil
Rights, that a planning meeting of the
New York Advisory Committee (SAC)
of the Commission originally sched-
uled for July 12, 1978 (FR Doc. 78-
16979), on page 26470 has been
changed to July 13, 1978.

The time and place of the meeting
will remain the same.

Dated at Washington, D.C. June 26,
1978.

Joun 1. Emm.EY,
Advisory Committee
Management Officer.

[FR Doc. 78-17994 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[3510-25]
DEPARTMENT OF CCMMERCE
Industry and Trade Administration
COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY

Decision on Application For Duty-Free Entry of
Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap- .

plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
_the Educational, Scientific, and Cul-
tural Materials Importation Act of
1966 "(Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and
the regulations issued thereunder as
amended (15 CFR Part 301).

A: copy of the record pertaining to
this decision is available for public
review between 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. in
Room 6886C of the Department of
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con-,
stitution Avenue NW., Washington,
D.C. 20230.

Docket No. 78-00132. Applicant: Co-
lumbia University, Henry Xrumb
School of Mines, 520 West 120th
Street, New York, N.Y. 10027, Article:
Accessories for JEM 100C Electron Mi-
croscope consisting of High Resolution
Scanning - Diffraction Instrument,
Solid Pair Backscattered Electron De-
tector, Video Control Ampilifier,
Gamma Control Device, Y-Modulation
Device and Image Selector Switch.
Manufacturer: JEOL Ltd., Japan. In-
tended use of article: The articles are
accessories to an existing electron mi-
croscope which will provide distinctly
new analytical functions in the follow-
ing projects:

NOTICES

i. Simulation of deuterium plasma damage
on proposal fusion reactor materials.
ii. Creep of structural ceramics.

iii. Recrystallization and grain growth in,
* microalloyed austenite.

iv. Static recovery in copper after hot-
working.

v. Mechanisms of creep in oxide dispersion
strengthened superalloys.

vi. Copper segregation on carbon particles.

vii. Kinetic of reduction of sphalerite.

viii, Effect of impurities on zinc electrode-
position.

ix. Coarsening of supported catalysts.

. In addition, the articles will be used

in .the course Electron Microscopy, .

Met. M.S. E415y: Techniques and
theory of electron.microscopy includ-
ing operation of electron microscope
and the preparation of specimens for
electron microscopy by replication and
transmission.

Comments: No comments have been
igceived. with respect to this applica-

ion.

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article,
for such purposes as this article is in-
tended to be used, is being manufac-
tured in the United States.

Reasons: The application relates to
accessories for an instrument that had
been previously imported for the use
of the applicant institution. The arti-
cle is being furnished by the manufac-
turer which produced the instrument
with which the article is intended to
be used and is pertinent to the appli-
cant’s purposes. The Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare
(HEW) advises in its memorandum
dated June 8, 1978 that it knows of no
domestic instrument of equivalent sci-
entific value to the article for its in-
tended uses.

The Department of Commerce
knows of no other instrument or appa-
ratus of equivalent scientific value to
the foreign article, for such purposes
as this article is intended to be used,
which is being manufactured in the
United States.

(Catalog of ¥ederal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.)

RICHARD M. SEPPA,
Director, Statutory Import
Programs Staff.
[FR Doc. '78-18090 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[3510-25] .
MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

Withdrawal of Application for Duty Free Entry
of Scientific Artitle

The Massachusetts Institute of
Technology has withdrawn Docket No.
'78-00255 an application for duty-free
entry of an Ton Microprobe.

Accordingly, further administrative
proceedings will not be taken by the
Department of Commerce with respect
to this application.

3

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11,105, Importation of Duty-
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.)

RicxHArRD M, SEPPA,
Director, Statutory Import
Programs Staff.

[FR Doc. 78-18096 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[3510-25]
NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS ET AL,

Consolidated Decislon on Applications for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Artlclos

The following is a consolidated decl-
sion on applications for duty-free
entry of scientific articles pursuant to
section 6(c) of the Educational, Seien-
tific, and Cultural Materials Importa-

- tion Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80

Stat. 897) and the regulations issued
thgeunder as amended (15 CFR Part
301).

A copy of the record pertaining to
each of the applications in thig con-
solidated decision 1is available for
public review between 8:30 a.m. and 5
p.m. in Room 6886C of the Depart-
ment of Commerce Building at 14th
and Constitution Avenue NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20230.

Decision: Applications denied. Appli-
cants have failed to establish that in-
struments or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign articles,
for such purposes as the forelgn arti-
cles are intended to be used, are not
being manufactured in the TUnited
States.

Reasons: Section 301.8 of the regula-
tmns provides in pertinent part:

The applicant shall on or before the 20th
day following the daté of such notice,
inform the Deputy Assistant Secretary
whether it intends to resubmit another ap-
plication for the same article for the gsame
intended purposes to which the denied ap-
plication relates. The applicant shall then
resubmit the new application on or before
the 90th day following the date of the
notice of denial without prejudice to resub«
mission, unless an extension of time 1s
granted by the Deputy Assistant Secretary
in writing prior to the expiration of the 90«
day period.

* * * If the applcant fails, within the ap-
plicable time periods specificd above, to
either (a) inform the Deputy Assistant Sec«
retary whether it.intends to resubmit an.
other application for the same article to
which the denial without prejudice to resub-
mission relates, or (b) resubmit the new ap-.
plication, the prior denial without prejudice
to resubmission shall have the effect of a
final decision by the Deputy Assistant Sec.
retary on the application within the context
of Subsection 301.11. [Emphasis added)

The meaning of the subsection is
that should an applicant either fail to
notify the Deputy Assistant Secretary
of its intent to resubmit another appli-
cation for the same article to which
the denial without prejucice relutes
within the 20-day period, or fails to re-

~ submit a new application within the
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90-day period, the prior denial without
prejudice to resubmission will have
the effect of a final denial of the ap-
blication. .

None of the applicants to which this
consolidated decision relates has satis-
fied the requirements set forth above,
therefore, the prior denials without
prejudice have the effect of a final de-
cision denying their respective applica-
tions.

Section 301.8 further provides:

* * * the Deputy Assistant Secretary shall
transmit a summary of the prior denial
without prejudice to resubmission, to the
Federal Register for publication, to the
Commissiorer of Customs, and to the appli-
cant. .

Bach of the prior denials without
prejudice to resubmission to which
this consolidated decision relates was
based on the failure of the respective
applicants to submit the required doc-
umentation, including a completely
executed application form, in suffi-
cient detail to allow the issue of “sci-
entific equivalency” to be determined
by the Deputy Assistant Secretary.

Docket No. 77-00335. Applicant: Na-
tional Bureau of Standards, Route 270
and Quince Orchard Road, Gaithers-
burg, Md. 20760. Article: Complete
gas-fired, l-cubic meter furnace, and
accessories. Date of denial without
prejudice to resubmission: February
13, 1978.

Docket No. T77-00376. Applicant:
Sandia Laboratories, Kirtland A.F.B.
East Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87115. Arti-
cle: Video Ram Controllers. Date of
denial without prejudice to resubmis-
sion: February 13, 1978.

Docket No. 77-00382. Applicant: Uni-
versity of California, San Diego,
Scripps Institution of Oceanography,
Marine Life Research Group, A-022,
La Jolla, Calif. 92093. Article: Deep
Ocean Acoustic Command Release
System. Date of denial without preju-
dice to resubmission: February 13,

1978.
Docket No. 77-000397. Applicant:
U.s. Environmental Protection

Agency, Highway 54 and Alexander
Drive, Research Triangle Park, N.C.
27711, Article: Sulfur Diozide (SO,)
Mass Emission Rate Monitor. Date of
denial without prejudice to resubmis-
sion: February 1, 1978.

Docket Wo. 78-00006. Applicant: Uni-
versity of Southern California, Electri-
cal Engineering Dept., University
Park, Los Angeles, Calif. 90007. Arti-
cle: One (1) Lumonics Model TEA-103-
2 laser less control unit and high volt-
age power supply. Date of denial with-
out prejudice to resubmission: Febru-
ary 16, 1978. -

Docket No. 78-00012. Applicant: Uni-
versity of Wisconsin-Madison, Speech
Motor Control Laboratories, Room
521, Waisman Center; 1500 Highland
Avenue, Madison, Wis. 53706. Article:
Optical Detector, Model 21.24 and Ac-

NOTICES

cessories. Date of denial without prej-
ilgl;%e to resubmission: February 16,

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.)

RICHARD M. SEPPA,
Director, Statutory Import
Programs Staff.
FR Doc. 78-18053 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[3510-25] .
NORTH CAROLINA STATE UNIVERSITY

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry of
Sclentific Article

The following is a decislion on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to Section 6¢(¢) of
the Educational, Sclentific, and Cul-
tural Materials Importation Act of
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and
the regulations issued thereunder as
amended (15 CFR Part 301).

A copy of the record pertaining to
this decision is available for public
review between 8:30 a.m. and § p.m. in
Room 6886C of the Department of
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con-
stitution Avenue NW., Washington,
D.C. 20230.

Docket No. 78-00035. Applicant:
North Carolina State University, Ra-
leigh, N.C. 27607. Article: LPB-7 Time
Domain Induced Polarization Recelver
and an IPG-7/25W Transmitter and
Accessory Kit. Manufacturer: Scin-
trex, Canada. Intended use of article:
The article is intended to be used for
educational purposes in the courses:
GY 570 Exploration and Engineering
Geophysics to teach theoretical back-
grounds of various geophysical explo-
ration methods and GY 571 Geophysl-
cal Field Course to provide practical
field work to acquaint students with
state-of-the-art geophysical  tech-
niques.

Comments: No comments have been
igceived with respect to this applica-

ion.

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article
for such purposes as this article is in-
tended to be used, Is belng manufac-
tured in the United States.

Reasons: This application is a resub-
mission of Docket No. 77-00119 which
was denied without prejudice to resub-
mission October 14, 19717, for informa-
tional deficiencies. The foreign article
provides the capability of measuring
both chargeability (M factor) and
curve factor (L). The National Bureau
of Standards advises in its memoran-
dum dated June 12, 1978, that (1) the
capability of the article described
above is pertinent to the applicant's
intended purposes and (2) it knows of
no domestic instrument or apparatus
of equivalent scientific value to the
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foreign article for the applicant’s in-
tended use.

The Department of Commerce
knows of no other instrument or appa-
ratus of equivalent scientific value to
the foreign article, for such purposes
as this article is intended to be used,
which is being manufactured in the
United States.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-
Free Educational and Sclentific Materials.)
RicearD M. SrpPa,
Director, Statutory Import
Programs Steff.
[FR Doc. 728-18091 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[3510-25]
SANDIA LABORATORIES

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry of
Scientific Article

‘The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6¢(c¢) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul-
tural Materials Importation Act of
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 857) and
the regulations issued thereunder as
amended (15 CFR Part 301).

A copy cof the record pertaining to
this decision Is available for public
review between 8:30 aamn. and 5 pam. in
Room 6886C of the Department of
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con-
stitution Avenue NW., Washington, ~

D.C. 20230.

Docket No. 78-00158. Applicant:
Sandia Laboratories, 1515 Eubank
Boulevard SE., Albuquerque, N. Mex.
87115. Articlee Imoge Converter
Camera, Model IMMACON 675 and Ac-
cezsories. Manufacturer: John Had-
1and, United Kincdom. Intended use
of article: The article is intended to be.
used to resolve 15 1l-nanosecond
fromes in 25 nanoseconds in order to
study the following events: (1) Elec-
tron emizsion from the cathode by
viewing the cathode plasma; (2) elec-
tron deposition in the anode or fusion
target by viewing the anode plasma;
(3) determining the number of elec-
trons incident on the target from the
rezulting X-ray emission; and (4) to
measure the temperature and density
of fusionable tarret by utilizing the
camera as o detector behind a high-
reczolution spectrometer.

Comments: No comments have been
g:ceived with respect to this applica-

on.

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article,
Tor such purposes as this article is in-
tended to be used, is being manufac-
tured in the United States.

Reasons: This application is a resub-
mission of Docket No. 77-00250 which
was denied without prejudice to resub-
mission on November 25, 1977, for in-
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formational deficiencies. The foreign
article has the capability of resolving

" 12 1-nanosecond frames in 25 nanose-
conds within a time frame less than or
equal to 5 x 10-8seconds. The National
Bureau of Standards advises in its
memorandum dated June 5, 1978 that
(1) the capability of the article de-
scribed above is pertinent to the appli-
cant’s intended purposes and (2) it
knows of no domestic instrument or
apparatus of equivalent scientific
value to the foreign article for the ap-
plicant’s intended uses.

The Department of Commerce
knows of no other insfrument or appa-
ratus of equivalent scientific value to
the foreign article, for such purposes
as this article is intended to be used,
which is being manufactured in the
United States.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.)
RICHARD M. SEPPA,
Director, Statutory Import
Programs Staff.
[FR Doc. 78-18092 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[3510-25]

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry of

-~ Scientific Article -~
L~

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to Section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul-
tural Materials Importation Act of
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and
the regulations issued thereunder as
amended (15 CFR Parf 301).

A copy of the record pertaining to
this decision is available for public
review between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.
in Room 6886C of the Department of

Commerce Building, at 14th and Con-

stitution Avenue NW., Washington,
‘D.C. 20230.

Docket No. 78-60162. Applicant: Uni-

versity of California, Los "Angeles,
School of Engineering and Applied
Science, 405 Hilgard Avenue, Los An-
geles, Calif. 90024, Article: Amplifier,
Model TEA 601A and Accessories.
Manufacturer:. Lumonics Research

Ltd., Canada. Intended use of article:

The article will be used as a final unit
in a chain of CO, laser amplifiers gen-
erating a 1-2 nanosecond pulse of
power greater than one gigawatt. This
pulse is to be focused into gas dis-
charge plasma sources to simulate the
environment in the outer regions of
laser-fusion fuel pellets. Instabilities
which will inhibit coupling of laser ra-
dintion into the fuel are to be studied
under experimental conditions, where
relative case of diagnostics enables one
to understand the basic physics of the
"~ interaction much more readily than in

NOTICES

actual pellet compression experiments.
This line of research is one of a
number being pursued in an attempt
to find an alternative to oil and other
fossil fuels as & source of electrical
power. In addition, Ph. D. students
will use this equipment in their re-
search for the purpose of obtaining
their degree.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this applica-
tion. :

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article,
for such purposes as this article is in-
tended to be used, was being manufac-

" tured in the United States at the time

the foreign article was ordered (June
23, 1976).

Reasons: This application is a resub-
mission of Docket No. 77-00184 which
was denied without prejudice to resub-
mission on December 8, 1977 for infor-
mational deficiencies. The foreign arti-
cle is a laser amplifier which provides
a natural gain switched pulse of 50-80
nanosecond FWHM (full width half
maximum). The National Bureau of
Standards advises in its memorandum
dated June 6, 1978 that (1) the specifi-
cation of the article described above is
pertinent to the applicant’s intended
purpose and (2) it knows of no domes-
tic instrument or apparatus of equiva-
lent scientific value to the foreign arti-
cle for the applicant’s intended use.

The Department of Commerce
knows of no other instrument or appa-
ratus of equivalent scientific value to
the foreign article, for such purposes
as this article is intended to be used,
which was being manufactured in the
United States at the time the foreign
article was ordered.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.)
RICHARD M. SEPPA,
Director, Statutory
Import Programs Staff.
[FR Doc. 78718083 Filed 6-28-178; 8:45 am]

[3510-25]
UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS MEDICAL CENTER

Application for Duty Free Entry of Scientific
. Article

The University of EKansas Medical
Center has withdrawn Docket No. 78~
00254, an -application for duty-free
entry of an electron microscope.

Accordingly, further administrative
proceedings will not be taken by the
Department of Commerce with respect
to this application.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assista.ncg

Program No. 11,105, Importatfon of Duty-
Free Educational and Sclentific Materials.)

‘ Rrcuarp M. SEPFPA,
Director, Statutory
Import Programs Stu/ff.
[FR Doc: 78-18097 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]
[3510-25]

UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Decision on Application for Duty-free Entry of
Sciontific Article

/The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a sclen-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, scientific, and Cultur-
al Materials Importation Act of 1966
(Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 89'7) and the
regulations issued thereunder as
amended (15 CFR Part 301).

A copy of the record pertaining to
this decision is available for public
review between 8:30 a.m. and 6§ p.m. in
Room 6886C of the Department of
Commerce Building, at 14th and Con-
stitution Avenue NW., Washington,
D.C. 20230.

Docket No. 78-00173. Applicant: Uni-
versity of Southern California, De-
partment of Chemistry—University
Park, Los Angeles, Calif. 90007. Arti-
cle: TEA CO,; Laser Model DD-250 and
Accessories. Manufacturer: Gen Tec
Inc., Canada. Intended use of article:
The article is intended to be used for
the study of excitation, and dissocin.
tion of infrared active gas molecules
(e.g., SFq, SFs, Cl, C2H;Cl) by Intense
infrared laser radiation. It is intended
to determine the extent and mecha-
nisms of energy deposition in various
molecules and in the dissociation frag-
ment. Specifically, the article will be
used for making appearance potential
measurements which will be used to
determine the energy of either the
fragments or molecules. In addition,
the article will be used in the courses
Chemistry 490L (undergraduate re«
search) and Chemistry 790L (graduate
research) and post-doctoral research as
well as for the training of chemlistry
post-doctorates in advanced research
techniques.

Comments: No comments have been
{ieceived with respect to this applica-

on,

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article,
for such purposes as this article is in-
tended to be used, is being manufac-
tured in the United States.

Reasons: This application is a resub-
mission of Docket No. 77-00334 which
was denied without préejudice to resub-
mission on December 8, 1977 for infor-
mation deficiencies. The foreign arti-
cle provides an adjustable pulse repcti-
tion rate from 0.1 to 250 pulses per
second. The National Bureau of
Standards advises in its memorandum
dated June 6, 1978 that (1) the specifi-
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cation of the article described above is
pertinent to the applicant’s intended
purpose and (2) it knows of no domes-
© tic instrument or apparatus of equiva-
lent scientific value to the foreign arti-
cle for the applicant’s intended use.

The Department of Commerce
knows of no other instrument or appa-
ratus of equivalent scientific value to
the foreign article, for such purposes
as this article is intended to be used,
which is being manufactured in the
United States.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.)

RicHARD M. SEPPA,
Director, Statutory
Import Programs Staff.

[FR Doc. 78-18094 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[3510-25]

VIRGINIA COMMONWEALTH UNIVERSITY-
MEDICAL COLLEGE OF VIRGINIA, ET AL

For Duty-Free Entry of Electron Microscopes

The following is a consolidated deci-
sion on applications for duty-free
entry of electron microscopes pursu-
ant to section 6(c) of the Educational,
Scientific, and Cultural Materials Im-
portation Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 8§9-651,
80 Stat. 897) and the regulations
issued thereunder as amended (15
CFR 301). (See especially § 301.11¢e).)

A copy of the record pertaining to
each of the applications in this con-
solidated decision is available for
public review between 8:30 a.m. and
5:00 p.m. in Room 6886C of the De-
partment of Commerce Building, at
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket No. 78-00209. Applicant: Vir-
ginia Commonwealth University-Medi-
cal College of Virginia, Box 17, MCV
Station, Richmond, Va. 23298. Article:
Electron Microscope, Model EM 400
with Goniometer Stage and accesso-
ries. Manufacturer: Philips Electronics
Instrument NVD, The Netherlands.
The article is intended to be used to
examine the ultrastructural pathology
of a wide variety of animals and
human tissues. Animal experiments
will be conducted in the areas of infec-
tion, immunology, cancer, and vascu-
lar disease, etc. and the diseased tis-
sues will be studied with the electron
microscope. Analysis of diseased
human tissues obtained by biopsy or
autopsy will also be carried out using
the article. Article ordered. March 27,

1978.

Docket No. %78-00211. Applicant:
Dartmouth College, Gilman Hall,
Hanover, N.H. 03755. Article: Electron
Microscope, Model JEM~100CX with
accessories. Manufacturer: JEOL Ltd.,

Japan. Intended use of article: The ar-

NOTICES

ticle is intended to be used in the fol-
lowing research projects in the general
areas of cellular, molecular and devel-
opmental biology:

(1) Exploring the mechanisms of a
number of motile systems including amoe-
boid movement, cytoplasmic streaming in
plant and animal cells and in slime molds,
axoplasmic transport, reticular bidirectional
streaming in foraminifera and mitotic move-
ments;

(2) The study of plant mitosis;

(3) The study of rotational cytoplasmic
streaming in Nitella;

(4) Study of the {ine structure of the ro-
tifer resting egg which is part of his overall
program of research dealing with the life
cycles of rotifers and other invertebrates;

(5) Investigation of cell movement mecha-
nisms and in particular is interested in the
mechanisms for the growth and develop-
ment of microvilll;

(6) Investigation of the membrane ultra-
structure of the synapce, photosynthetlc
bacteria, reconstituted membranes and the
study of the interaction between DNA and
certain binding proteins; and

(7) Study of microtubule formation in
cells and in vitro.

The article will also be used in the
course Biology 67. Techniques in Elec-
tron Microscopy to familiarize stu-
dents with the various techniques of
high resolution transmission and scan-
ning electron microscopy. Article or-
dered: March 1, 1978.

‘Docket No. 78-00214. Appliw.nt‘ Unli-
versity of Illinois at the Medical
Center, Research Center, 933 Build-
ing, P.O. Box 6998, Chicago, I1l. 60680.
Article: Electron Microscope, Model
JEM 100CX and Accessories. Manufac-
turer: JEOL Ltd., Japan. Intended use
of article: The article is intended to be
used for varied research projects
which include the following: Synapto-
genesis in the trigeminal mesencepha-
lic nucleus (oral anatomy).

Separation of neurons aud gliz by density
Emdlent centrifugation (biolegical chemis-

ryd.

Study of the {fine structure of pigment
cells durlng development of the chlck
retina, with emphasls of differences be-
tween nuclear and peripheral retinal areas
(anatomy).

Nucleolus and nuclear differentiation In
the oral epithelium of zink deficlent rats
(oral pathology).

‘The ultrastructure of necrmal primate
lung and lung in shock (surgery).

Neonatal and other incremental lnes in
human enamel (oral histology).

Study of the f{ne structure of developing
neuromuscular junctions in the chick
(anatomy).

Fixation of tissues by metallizable chloro-
s-trozines (oral pathology).

Localization of salivary gland virus parti-
cles in SGV-sensitive cell lines (oral pathol.
ogy).

Search of virus particles from spontane-
ously transformed normal calvarium derived
tissue culture cells to transplantable neo-
plasms in mice (oral pathology).

Chemical and physical properties of feline
leukemia and sarcoma virus (pathology).

Fine structural aspects of ganglion cell
differentiation of chick retina anatomy.
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Electron transport characteristics of iso-
lated sarcoplasmie reticulum (medical phar-
macology).

The article will also be used for
training for faculty, students, and
technical personnel who require capa-
bllity for research. Article ordered:
March 20, 1978.

Docket No. 78-00220. Applicant:
Oklahoma College of Osteopathic
Medlicine and Surgery, P.O. Box 2280,
Tulsa, Okla. 74101. Article: Electron
Microscope, Model H-300 and Accesso-
ries. Manufacturer: Hifachi, Perkin-
Elmer, Japan. Intended use of article:
The article is intended to be used for
the investigation of the ultrastruc-
tural changes in kidney following my-
cotoxin exposure granulomatous re-
sponse to microbial lipids and the pa-
thology of myocradial ischemia. In ad-
dition, the article will be used in the
following courses:

(1) Pathology (Clinical Seciences 1413) A
course covering the basic mechanisms of the
diseace processes.

(2) System Blology I (Neuromussulo-skel-
etal). To provide to students the exposure
neceszary to gain a fundamental knowledgze
of the neuromucculoskeletal systems as a
backeround for thefr clinfeal learning.

(3) Systems Blology II (Respiratory, car-
dlgvascular and hematology). A continu-
atlon ‘of the systems approach in the study
of medicine consisting of lectures, demon-
strations and/or laboratories involving the
respiratory, cardlovascular and hematology
systems,

(4) Systems Blology II (Obstetrizs-gyne-
cology, pediatrics and the genito-urinary
tract cystem). A continuation of the systems
gﬁlpmach in the study of osteopathic medi-

e,

Applcation Received by Commis-
sloner of Customs: April 27, 1978.

Docket No, 78-00222. Applicant: Cell
Research Institute, the University of
Texas, Austin, Tex. T78712. Article:
Electron Microzcope, Model JEM-
100CX with eucentric side-entry gonio-
meter stage and Accessories. Manufae-
turer: JEOL Ltd., Japan. Intended use
of article: The article is intended to be
used to study the structure of biologi-,
cal cells and tissues and macromolecu-
lar structures of biological origin using
standard transmission electron micros-
copy techniques, dark field and scan-
ning electron microscopy techniques
and high resolution scanning electron
microscopy of small samples. In addi-
tion, the article will be used in the
course Botany 380 to introduce stu-
dents to modern electron microscopi-
cal principles and techniques in order
that they may apply these methods to
their research projects. Article Or-
dered: March 8, 1978.

Docket No. 78-00223. Applicant: Uni-
versity of Connecticut Health Center,
Farmington Avenue, Farmington,
Conn. 06032, Article: Electron Micro-
scope, Model JEM-100CX/SEG and
accessories. Manufacturer: JEOL Ltd.,
Japan. Intended use of article: The ar-
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ticle is intended to be used in conduct-
ing the following varied research: (1)
Studies of the ultrastructure of the in-
sulin secretory process in toadfish
pancreatic islets, including morpho-
logical and X-ray spectral emission
properties of intact islets and subcelhu-
lar fractions, (2) ultrastructural stud-
ies of peripheral blood and bone
marrow in sickle cell anemia; (3) ul-
trastructural and-X-ray spectral emis-
sion studies of erythropoietic cells in
human sideroblastic anemias; (4) ul-
trastructural studies of iron transport
in developing red blood cells, (5) ul-
trastructural analysis amphibian sper-
matogensis, and (6) ultrastructural ob-
servations of membrane junctions and
membrane associations in the nervous
i}ésétéem. Article ordered: February 15,

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to any of the
foregoing applications.

Decision: Applications approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign articles
for such purposes as these articles are
intended to be used, was being manu-
factured in the United States at the
time the articles were ordered.

Reasons: Each foreign article to
which the foregoing applications
telate is a conventional transmission

electron microscope (CTEM). The de- -

scription of the intended research
and/or educational use of each article
establishes the fact that a comparable
CTEM is pertinent to the purposes for
which each is intended to be used. We
know of no CTEM which was being
manufactured in the United States
either at the time of order of each ar-
ticle described above or at the time of
receipt of application by the U.S. Cus-
toms Service.

‘The Department of Commerce
knows of no other intrument or appa-
ratus of equivalent scientific value to
any of the foreign articles to which
the foregoing applications relate, for
such purposes as these articles are in-
tended to be used. which was being
manufactured in the United States
either at the time of order or at the
time of receipt of application by the
U.S. Customs Service.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No., 11.105, Tmportation of Duty-
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.)

RicEARD M. SEPPA,
Director, Statutory
Import Programs Staff.
[FR Doc. 78-18095 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

{3510-17]
' Office of the Secretary
ACTIVITIES OF ADVISORY COMMITTEES .

'Public Avadilability of Report on'Closed
‘Meetings

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5

NOTICES

U.S.C. (1976) and Office of Manage-
ment and Budget Circular No. A-63 of
March 27, 1974, those advisory com-
mittees of the Department which held
meetings in 1977 that were closed to
the public have prepared reports on
the activities of these meetings. Copies
of the reports have been filed and are
available for public inspection at two
locations: .

Library of Congress, Current:and Periodical
Reading Room, Room 1026, Thomas Jef-
ferson Building, 2nd and Independence
Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 20540.

Department of Commerce, Central Referg
ence and Records Inspection Facility,
Room 5317, Main Commerce Building,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20230.

The reports cover the closed and
partially closed meetings of 42 com-
mittees and 6 subcommittees, the
names of which are listed below.

_ COMMITTEE (SUBCOMIMITTEE)

Advisory Committee on East-West Trade
Committee of Industry Sector Advisory
Commitiee Chairmen for Multilateral
Trade Negotiations

Computer Peripherals, Components, and
Related Test Equipment Technical Advi-
Ssory Committee

—Input/Output Equipment Subcommit-
tee
—Memory Equipment Subcommittee

Computer Systems Technical .Advisory

Committee
—Hardware Subcommittee
—Techriology Transfer Subcommittee

Electronics Instrumentation Technical Ad-

visory Committee
—Mi¢roprocessor Instrumentation Sub-
. committee

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Coun-

cil

Industry Policy Advisory Committee for
Multilateral Trade Negotiations (MTN)

Industry Sector Advisory Committee (ISAC)
on Aerospace Equipment for MTN

ISAC on Automotive Equipment for MTIN

ISAC on Communication Equipment and
Non-Consumer Electronic Equipment for
MTN

ISAC on Construction, Mining, Agriculture,

and -Oil Field Machinery and Equipment
for MTN

ISAC on Consumer Electronic Products and
Household Appliances for MTN

ISAC on Drugs, Soaps, Cleaners, and Toilet
" Preparations for MTN

ISAC on Electrical Machinery, Power Boil-

-~ ers, Nuclear Reactors, and Engines and
Turbines for MTN .

ISAC .on Ferrbus Metals and Products for

MTN
ISAC on Food and Kindred Products for
MTN

ISAC on Hand Tools Cntlery, and Table-
ware for MTN

ISAC on Industrial Chemicals and Fertiliz-
ers for MTN

ISAC on Leather and Products for MTN

- ISAC on Lumber and Wood Products foi'

MTN

ISAC on Machine Tools—Other Metalwork-
ing Equipment, .and .Other Nonelectrical
Machinery for MTN

ISAC on Miscellaneous Manufactures, Toys,
Musical Instruments, Furniture, ete., for
MTN

ISAC on Nonferrous Metals and Products
for MTN
ISAC on Office and’ Computing Equipment

or MTN

ISAC on Other Fabrlcated Metal Products

for MTN

ISAC on Paint, Gum and Wood Chemieals,
and Miscellaneous Chemical Products for

MTIN

ISAC on Paper and Products for MTN

ISAC on Photographic Equipment and Sup-
plies for MTN

ISAC on Railroad Equipment and Miscelln-
neous Transportation Equipment for
MTN

ISAC on Retailing for MTN

ISAC on Rubber and Plastics Materlals for

ISAC on Scientific and Controlling Instru-
ments for MTN

ISAC on Stone, Clay, and Glass Products
for MTN

ISAC on Textiles and Apparel for MTN

National Advisory Committee on Oceans
and Atmosphere

North Pacific Fishery Managerent Council

Numerically Controlled Machine Tool Teche
nical Advisory Commlttee

Pacific Fishery Management Council

President’s Export Council Subcommittce
on Export Administration

Sea Grant Review Panel

Semiconductor Manufacturing and Test
‘Equipment Technical Advisory Committee

Semiconductor Technical Advisory Commite
tee

Telecommunication Equipment Technical
Advisory Committee

Dated: June 14, 1978.

ELsa A. PORTER,
Assistant Secretary
Jorddministration,

[FR Doc. 78-17987 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[3128-01]
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Office of Conservation and Solar Application
INSULATION MATERIALS AND PROPERTIES
Public Meeting ‘

The Department of Energy will hold
a public meeting from 8:45 a.m. to 4:30
p.n. on July 28, 1978, to present the
findings of “An Assessment of Ther-
mal Insulation Materials and Systems
for Building Applications” and the
“Minnesota Retrofit Insulation {n Situ
Test Program.”

The Assessment concerns the state-
of-the-art of common residential insu-
lating materials, the insulation indus-
try, thermal properties of specific ma-
terials and the properties of various
insulation assemblies. The Assessment
will be useful for identifying areas
where new test methods and standards
are needed and for establishing new
programs to improve the thermal per-
formance of buildings.

The Minnesota Retrofit study re-
ports on the findings of a project to
study the “in situ” properties of var.
ious thermal insulation materials. Re-
sults from samples of 22 residentinl
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walls and 48 residential ceilings will be
discussed.

Interested persons may inspect these
reports during business hours at the
Department of Energy Library at 20
Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20545, A limited number of
copies will also be available at the
meeting.

The meeting will be held at the Cap-
itol Hill Quality Inn, 415 New Jersey
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20001.

For further information contact Dr.
Ervin Bales or Dr. George Courville,
Office of Consumer Products and
Technology, Department of Energy,
Washington, D.C. 20545, telephone:
202-376-1886.

Issued in Washington, D.C, June 26,
1978.

NOTICES

[3128-01]
Economic Regulatory Adminlstration

ENERGY SUPPLY AND ENVIRONMENTAL
COORDINATION ACT

Notice of Negative Determination of Environ-
mental Impact if Prohibition Orders lssued to
Certain Powerplants Were Maode Effactive

AGENCY: Department of Energy.

ACTION: Notice of Negative Determi-
nation of Environmental Impact and
Avaﬂtgbllity of Environmental Assess-
ments.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to 10 CFR
208.4(c) and 305.9(c), the Department
of Energy (DOE) hereby gives notice
that, in accordance with 10 CFR
305.9(c) and 208.3(a)(4), it has per-

‘Wirriam P. Davis, formed an analysis of the environmen-
Depuly Director tal impact of the proposed fssuance of
of Administration Notices of Effectiveness (NOE's) to
{FR Doc. 78—18132 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am] the following powerplants:
Docket No. Owner Powerplant Generating Location
No. Staticn
QFU-007 Towa Public Service Co...... 1 George Neal........ Sallx, Iowa
OFU-034 ccrereserommsccacosaronsn Vlrginia Electric Power Co 1 Portcmouth........ Portsmouth, Va,
OFU-035 2 et Do.
OFU-036 o 3 0. Do,
OFU-037 do : Tdo Do,

.

DOE has determined that making
the Prohibition Orders effective will
not have a significant impact on the
quality of the human environment.
Accordingly, environmental impact
statements need not be prepared.

DATE: Comments by July 23, 1978.

ADDRESS: Written comments to:
Office of Public Hearing Management,
Department of Energy, Box UM,
Room 2313, 2000 M Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20461.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Steven A. Frank, Division of Coal
Utilization, Room 7202, 2000 M
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20461,
202-254-6246.

Robert J. Stern, Office of NEPA Af-
fairs, Room 7119, Federal Building,
12th and Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,
ngshington, D.C. 20461, 202-566-
9760.

Ralph E. Sharpe, Office of the Gen-
eral Counsel, Room 6144, Federal
Building, 12th and Pennsylvania
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C.
20461, 202-566-9653.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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Prohibition orders, which if made ef-
fective, would prohibit the above-
named powerplants from burning nat-
ural gas or petroleum products as
their primary energy source, were
issued on June 30, 1975 (40 FR 28430,
July 3, 1975) under authority of sec-
tions 2 (a) and (b) of the Energy
Supply and Environmental Coordina-
tion Act of 1974, 15 U.S.C. 191 et seq.,
as amended by Pub. L. 94-163, and as
further amended by Pub. L. 95-70.
The Prohibition Orders povided, how-
ever, that in accordance with the re-
quirements of 10 CFR 303.10(b) and
305.7, the orders would not become ef-
fective until DOE had considered the
environmental impact of making the
orders effective pursuant to 10 CFR
305.9 and until DOE had served the af-
fected utilities with NOE's.

The Economic Regulatory Adminis-
tration (ERA), Department of Energy
has analyzed the potential environ-
mental impacts that would result {from
the proposed NOE issuance for these
powerplants. DOE has determined
that the proposed issuance of NOE's
for the Prohibition Orders issued to
the above-named powerplants will not
constitute “major Federal action(s)
significantly affecting the quality of
the human environment “within the
meaning of the National Environmen-
tal Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.
- Therefore, pursuant to 10 CFR
208.4(c), DOE has concluded that envi-
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ronmental impact statements are not

req R

Additional copies of this negative de-
termination of environmental impact
and coples of the environmental as-
sessments upon which it is based are
available upon request from Mr. W. H.
Pennington, Office of NEPA Affairs,
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Environment, Department of Energy,
Mall Station E-~201, Washington, D.C.
20545. Copies of the documents are
also available for public review in the
DOE Freedom of Information Reading
Room, Room 2107, 12th Street and
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20461.

COMMENT PROCEDURE: Interested
parties are invited to submit written
comments with respect to this nega-
tive determination to the Office of
Public Hearing Management, Box UM,
Department of Energy, Room 2313,
2000 M Street NW., Washington, D.C.
20461, Ten copies should be submitted.
All comments should be received by
DOE no later than July 23, 1978 in
order to insure consideration.

Any information or data considered
by the person furnishing it to be confi-
dential must be so identified and sub-
mitted in accordance with the proce-
dures set forth at 10 CFR 205.9(f).
Any material not filed in accordance
with such section will be considered to
be nonconfidential. DOE reserves the
right to determine the confidential
status of the information or data and
to treat it according to that- determi-
nation.

19l'ssu8 ed in Washington, D.C., June 23,
8.
BarToN R, HouUsE,
Assistant  Administrator for
Fuels Regulation, Economic
Regulatory Administration.

[FR Doc. 78-18131 Filed 6-29-78; 8:45 am]

[3128-01]

DOMESTIC CRUDE OIL ALLOCATION
PROGRAM

Entitlement Notice for April 1578

In accordance with the provisions of
10 CFR §211.67 relating to the domes-
tic crude oil allocation program of the
Department of Energy (DOE), admin-
istered by the Economic Regulatory
Administration (ERA) of the DOE,
the monthly: notice specified in
§ 211.67(]) is hereby published.

Based on reports for April 1978, sub-
mitted to the DOE by refiners and
other firms as to crude oil receipts,
crude oil runs to stills, elegible product
imports,and imported naphtha utilized
as a petrochemical feedstock in Puerto
Rico; application of the entitlement
adjustment for residual fuel oil pro-
duction for sale in the east coast
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.market provided in §211.67(d)4); ap-
plication of the entitlement adjust-
ments for California lower tier crude
oil and for imported and Alaska North
Slope crude oil included in the crude
oil receipts of California refineries
provided in §211.67(a)(4); May 1978
deliveries of crude oil for storage in
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve; and
application of the entitlement adjust-
ment for small refiners provided in
§211.67(e), the mnational domestic
crude oil supply ratio for April 1978 is
calculated to be 0.218411.

In accordance with § 211.67(b)(2), to
calculate the number of barrels of
deemed old oil included in a refiner’s
adjusted crude oil receipts for the
month of April 1978, each barrel of old
oil is equal to one barrel of deemed old
oil and each barrel of upper tier crude
oil is equal to 0.206753 of a barrel of
deemed old oil.

The issuance of entitlements for the
month of April 1978 to refiners and
other firms is set forth in the appen-
dix to this notice. The appendix lists
the name of each refiner or other firm
to which entitlements have been
issued, the number of barrels of
deemed old oil included in each such
refiner’s adjusted crude oil receipts,
the number of entitlements issued to
each such refiner or other firm, and
the number of entitlements required
to be purchased or sold by each such
refiner or other firm.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 211.67(1)(4), the
price at-which entitlements shall be
sold and purchased for the month of
April 1978 is hereby fixed at $8.35,
which is the exact differential as re-
ported for the month of April between
the weighted average per barrel costs
to refiners of .old .0il and of imported
and exempt domestic crude oil, less
the sum of 21 cents. ‘

In accordance with 10 CFR
211.67(b), each- refiner that has been
issued fewer -entitlements for - the
month of April 1978 than the number
of barrels of deemed old oil included in
its adjusted crude oil receipts is re-
quired to purchase a number of enti-
tlements for the month of April 1978
equal to the difference between the
number of barrels of deemed old oil in-
cluded in those receipts and the
number of entitlements issued to and
retained by that refiner. Refiners
which have been issued a number of
entitlements for the month of April
1978 in excess of the number of bar-
rels of deemed old oil included in their
adjusted crude oil receipts for that
month and other firms issued entitle-
ments shall sell such entitlements to
refiners required to purchase entitle-
ments. In addition, certain refiners are
required to purchase or sell -entitle-
ments to effect corrections for report-
ing errors for the months September
1975 through March 1978 pursuant to
10 CFR 211.67(i)(1).

NOTICES

The listing of refiners’ old oil re-
ceipts contained in the appendix re-
flects any adjustments made by ERA
pursuant to § 211.67(h).

The listing contained in the appen-

dix identifies in a separate column la-
beled “Exceptions and Appeals” addi-
tional entitlements issued fo refiners
pursuant to relief granted by the
Office of Hearings and Appeals (prior
to March 30, 1978, the Office of Ad-
ministrative Review of the Economic
Regulatory Administration). Also set
forth in this column are adjustments
for relief granted by the Office of
Hearings and Appeals for 1975 and
1976, which adjustments are reflected
in monthly installments. The number
of installments is dependent on the
magnitude of the adjustment to be
made. For a full discussion of the
issues involved, see Beacon Oil Com-
pany, et al, 4 FEA par. 87,024 (Novem-
ber 5, 1976).
. 'The listing contained in the appen-
dix continues the “Consolidated
‘Sales” entry initiated in the October
1977 entitlement notice. The “Consoli-
dated Sales” entry is equal to the
April 1978 entitlement purchase re-
quirement of Arizona Fuels. The pur-
pose of providing for the “Consolidat-
ed Sales” entry is to ensure that Arizo-
na Fuels is not relieved of its April
1978 entitlement purchase require-
ment and that no one firm will be
unable to sell its -entitlements by
reason of a default by Arizona Fuels.
For a full discussion of the issues in-
volved, see Entitlement Notice for Oc-
iober 1977 (42 FR 64401, December 23,
1977,

For purposes of §211.67(d) (6) and
(7), which provide for entitlement is-
.suances to refiners or other firms for
sales of imported crude 0il to the U.S.
Government for storage in the Strate-
gic Petroleum Reserve, the number of
barrels sold to the Government to-
taled 1,898,519 barrels.

For purposes of the adjustments to
refiners’ crude run volumes under
§211.67(d)(4), total production .of re-
sidual fuel oil for-sale in the east coast

market (in excess of the first 5,000
barrels per day thereof for each refin-
er reporting such production) was
7,116,867 barrels for April 1978. For
that month, imports of residual fuel
oil eligible for entitlement issuances
totaled 37,096,273 barrels.

In accordance with §211.67(a)4),
the number of entitlements issued to
each refiner with respect to its refiner-
ies located in the State of California
has been increased by a number of en-
titlements equal to the number of bar-
rels of -California lower tier crude ofl
included in its adjusted crude recelpts
multiplied by 0.208383 (the result of
dividing $1.74 by the entitlement price
for April 1978). The number of entitle-
ments issued to each refiner with re-
spect to its refineries located in the
State of California has been decreased
by a number of entitlements equal to
the number of barrels of imported
crude oil and Alaska North Slope
crude oil that are included in its ad-
justed crude oil receipts for the month
of April 1978 multiplied by 0.060108
(the aggregate increase in entitlement
issuances for California lower tler
crude oil divided by the total number
of barrels of imported crude oil and
Alaska North Slope crude oil included
in the adjusted crude oil receipts for
April 1978 for all refiners with respect
to refineries located in the State of
California). Pursuant to §211.67(a)(4),
the number of barrels of California
lower tier crude oil, imported crude
oil, and Alaska North Slope crude oil
reported by refiners as to their adjust-
ed crude oil receipts with respect to re-
fineries located in the State of Califor-
nia were as.follows:

California lower tier crude oil.
Alaska North Slope crude oil..
Imported crude ofl coccnieressessesasase

e 12,816,089

o

The total number of ehtitlements re-
quired to be purchased and sold under
this notice is 21,384,805.

Based on reports submitted to the
DOE: by refiners as to thelr adjusted
crude oil receipts for April 1978, the
pricing composition and weighted
average costs thereof are as follows:!

WEIGHTED & OF

. AVERAGE _TOTAL
CATEGORY VOLUMES COST VOLUMES *
Lower Tier - / 94,569,481 $ 5.79  21.4%
Upper Tier 87,912,970 12.41 19.9
Exempt Domestics ]

aAlaskan 27,694,041 13.14 6.3
Stripper 34,905,373 14.53 7.9
Naval Petroleum

Reserve 3,239,661 13.04 .7

Total Domestic 248,321,526 $10.27 56.2%

_Imported 7 193,645,002 14.51  43.8
‘Total Reported

Crude 0il Receipts 441,966,528 $12.13  100.0%
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Payment for entitlements required N
to be purchased under 10 CFR
211.67(b) for April 1978 must be made
by June 30, 1978.

On or prior to July 10, 1978, each
firm which is required to purchase or
sell entitlements for the month of
April 1978 shall file with the DOE the
monthly transaction report specified
in 10 CFR 211.66(1) certifying its pur-
chases and sales of entitlements for
the month of April. The monthly
transaction report forms for the
month of April have been mailed to re-
porting firms. Firms that have been
unable to locate other firms for re-
quired entitlement transactions by
June 30, 1978, are requested to contact
the ERA at 202-254-3336 to expedite
consummation of these transactions.
For firms that have failed to consum-
mate required entitlement transac-
tions on or prior to June 30, 1978, the
ERA may direct sales and purchases of
entitlements pursuant to the provi-
sions of 10 CFR 211.67¢k).

This notice is issued pursuant to .
Subpart G, 10 CFR Part 205. Any
person agegrieved hereby may file an
appeal with the Office of Hearings
and Appeals in accordance with sub-
part H of 10 CFR Part 205. Any such
appeal shall be filed on or before July
31, 1978.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June
23, 1978. .

Davip J. BARDIN,
Administrator, Economic
Regulatory Administralion.

[FR Doc. 78-18317 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

v
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i

SHURT NAME

»CUNSUL ' D=SALES
AeJORNSUN
ALLIED
AMEReRE TRUF INA
AMERADA=HESS
AMUCU
AMCHUK
APCD
ARCU
ARIZIONA
ASAMEKRA
ASHLAND
ASIATIC
BASIN
BAYNU
BEACUM
BELCHER
BlePETRN
BRUIN
CtH )
CALCASIEU
CALUMET
CANAL
CARIBYU
CASILE
CENTRAL
CHAMPLIN
CHARTER
CHEVRON
CIRILLY
cITGO
CLATB(IRNE
CLARK
CUOASTAL
COaLUNIAL
CUNNCO
cuRrCO
CRA=FARMLAND
CRUSS .
CRUAN
CRYSTAL=UTIL
- CRYSTAL=REF
DELTA
DEMENNU
DERRY
LDIAMUND
DILLMAN
DURCHESTER
00w i
E«SEABUARD ..
ECU
EDVY
EMERGY=CUUP
ERICKSUN

EVANGELINE . 7

EXXON
EZ=SERVE
FARMERS=UN
FLETCHER
FLINT

GARY

GLTTY

GIANT
GLACIER=PARK
GLADIEUX
GLENRUCK - .
GULDENSEAGLE
GOLDKING

. - DEEMED OLD OIL
RLPURTING FIRM .

ADJUSTED
RECEIPTS

=151,052
¢

94,589
250,793
1,947,125
9,717,222

1e174 -

78,0064
4,973,928
253,942
134,880
1,366,650
0

236,602
36,412
216,477

0

8,¢SS
12,179
22%
12,528
23,091
75,306
Q0,509

0

0
1,599,778
770,537
5,936,463
B U]
2s419,2206
66,214
275,992
309,720

D)
2s816,572

.0
3’5'902,

5¢,695
283,550
107,71“
513
178,487
50“31

0
440,074

0
158,48%
08'07u

0

87,814
38,055
1,083
34,299
36,877
9,928,784
5,525
148,359
»112,783
7:862
70,164
818,028
40,095
99,016
76,010

. 950

.0
103,547

ENTITLEMENTS

ARRERRNARR A
TOTAL
18SUED

0
136,302
82,811
932,632
2,078,021
6,695,853
47,553
60,022
4,686,908
102,899
105,314
€¢357,516
276,643
177,921
S2s402
204,791
. 30,465
120,531
133,828
S45
70,173
28,759
76,919
84,774
67,252
6,488
. 1,338,338
945,088
?,2“2'?38
29,791
10732,343
43,740
605,538
1,355,942
33,470
29154600
1,112,872
a83,2%6
160,021
646,781
174,432
36,773
4uS, 684
47,005
159,913 %*
337,827
22003
* 107,325
143,8S0
. 2l1p903
79:0676
46,0585,
728,544
264,012
41,907
8,867,065
390,758
303,385
ful,781
9,878
123,882
1,802,060
63,874
50,767
124,508
1,118
165,816
134,870

NOTICES

APPENDIX
FOR DOMESTIC CRUDE OIL*
APRIL 1978

.

-

ENTJITLEMENT POSITIURN

EXCEPTIUNS
AND

PRUDUCT

16 MUNTH

APPEALS ENTITLEMENTS CLEANeUR

cCcCoCcogcocC

74961

o

T279¢

<

2'060

~4
w
v -
v
<
coco

cCccooQeoOoce

446,253
0
8By406

Noooco

1]
176,453%*%

1,02

SO CC OO0 OUNO OO0 CCOODCOOCCOoO0OCOoOCOC

0
9,224
n

0
150,619
4,171

oCcCC oo

276,643
- L}

0

[}
30,465

coCcCocCccc

07,252
Hr4BY
0

1}

© 26,853
21,385
0

']

. 0
32,262
33,468
28,908
299,237
0

28,90

512,50

occooccéoccomcccocucoocooooccc
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REUWUIRED
TU BUY

v

.

0
11,778
v

0
3,021,369
' 0

1boyue
287,u20
151,052
0

v

0
58,74}
0
11,086

cccCcococ

0,935
0

0
eblu4y
0

0

0
700,883
22,474
[V}

0
v
661,972

coCcooccocoa

102,247
v
Sisl00
0

0

8,138

']

0

0

0
1,064,719

48,24

[-X-R-N- -N-X-N-¥-N-X-X-)

ARERANANS N
KHEWUIHED
T BELL

151,052
136,302
)

681,639
130,896

0
o, 379
v
0

v
30,434
990,860
270,643
0

15,990
0
LITPYT Y
112,476
121,649
320
57,645
Sr6068
n3

0
67,252
be4ase

0
174,551
306,275
29,7194
0

0
329,540
1i0Hb 222
33,470

0
1o.412,872
167,384

. 47,926
363,231
6718
369260
267,397
41,574
159,913

V]

2,003
v

95,782
23,903
0

Yy000
7274461
229,713

S¢030

[
25,233
1554026
214,564
2¢01b
53721
583,432
23,4779
0
48,498
168
16548106
30,023



ALPOKTING FIRM
SHURT NAME

GUOD=HUPE
GUAM

GULF
GULF=3TS
HIRI

HUnAKD
HIWELL
HUDSUNeUTL
HUNT

HUSKY
TNUEFENDENTREF
INDIANA=FARM
IRVING

Jiw

KENCD
KENTUCKY
KFRY
KERR=MCGEE )
KoeH

LAGLUR]A
LAKESIDE
LAKETON -
LITTLE«AMER
LUUISIANASLAND
MACMILLAN
MARATHOUN
MARION .
METRUOPOLLITAN
MIDeadbR
HID=TEX
MIDLAND

hmUBTL
MOLILE=BAY
HUHaARK

HUNOCH =
MUNSALKTU
MORR]SUN
MOUNTAIREER -
FTeAIRY
HURPHY
NeA“En«PETRO
NATLeCOUP
NAVAJU

NeVADA
NE#=EDGINGTUN
Newe=bnbL=PETRO
NEWHALL
NORTHEAST=PETRU
NUR THLAND
NURTHVILLE
UKeC

UXNARD
PLNNZUIL
PESTER
PETRUSHEATePA
PHILLIPS
PHILLIPSePR
PIUMEEK
PLACID
PLATEAU
PUREKINE
PR«OLEFINS
PRIOE
PRINCETUN
QUAREH=ST
RANCGHUSALEF
RAYMAL
RICHARDLS

ADJUSTED .
RECEIPTS

47,110

[})
Te319,108
37,401

[1]

0
288,178
13,821
336,136
S54,624
90'831
41,022
0

06,860
24,940
17,135
243,032
924,843
293,016
422,642
4,959
127,512
1,204,026
213,108
=5,191
3,433,245
88,386
]
l'Uu7
24237
v

6,156,109 .

0
374,138

L
408,718
2l,ba8
Ts765
9,057
827,255
72,148
289,635
340,000
10,44}
089,98“

[
194,732
0
21,079
4]

255,017
2,057
$29,610
104,751

[}
2,081,962

1]
38,261
210,335
157,330
89,158
0

93,529
13,807,

37,721

0

703

314

TOTAL
138UED

294,280
306,840
S,021,820
133,937
373,861
51,234
292,829
199,817
297,220
554,624
138,242
215,475
26,667
56,732
4isl61
19,480
373,114
979,960
725,695
274,4vu0
39,771
124,443
1,096,693
310,971
131,740
2,604,009
214,564
7b,289
33,494
28, U84
39,82¢
U,669,703
153,559
a3t1,277
16,508
294,783
14,369
8,492
129,725
5629706
155,406
Q12,538
294,460
20977
549,870
394,516
200,853
47,588
210079
62,313
233,069
22,851
349,363
228,409
15,003
1,925,202
283,674
a3,598
244,789
125,910
390,480
3626106
146,954
55,838
210,500
12+547
15:164
39,450

DEEMED OLD UIL Saskxkaank

NOTICES

ENTITLEHENT POSITIUN
EXCEPTIUNS PRUDUCT 10 MONTH REWUIKED

AND APPEALS ENTITLEMENTS CLEAM=UP 10 BuYy
7,899 (i} v (1}
1,923 0 0 (V]
0 55,717 v 2:097,282
a8 0 0 o
11,040 [} (1} 0
v 51,234 0 [}]
0 0 0 ()]
0 ] 0 [
0 Q 4] 38,910
202,080 [} 0 1]
3,460 0 0 0
0 . 0 0 0
10,497 16,470 0 0
0 0 0 10,128
0 4] 1] [V}
3,307 0 (1] 0
164,415 0 0 0
[} [} 0 2]
0 8,545 0 0
(1] 1] 0 148,242
0 0 Q 0
17+0657 0 0 3,089
559,165 0 0 107,933
0 0 [} 0
0 0 0 0
. ] . 0 0 629,230
0 0 0 v
0 T6,289 0 g
0 Q 0 )]
0 0 0, 0
39,820 Q 0 1]
(] 25,173 1] 1,486,518
0 [} [}) 0
155,%28 0 ] 0
0 16,505 7] 0
0 0 v 113,935
25 - 0 0 74479
{94 v 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 cou,5a9
4y132 0 (1} 0
1} 0 0 (]
62,023 0 0 45,534
0 Q V) L[]
273,986 0 0 0
14,009 3H0,507 Q ]
70,233 (1] 0 0
0 qa7,588 0 0
7:271 0 0 0
9,292 53,021 0 ]
0 U] 0 19,348
8,717 0 0 0
0., 0 0 18u,247
0,164 Q 0 1}
15,003 0 0 0
0 0 0 150,760
4] 283,874 0 (1]
0 Q 0 9
0 0 (i} 0
0 . 0 0 3t 020
0 0 0 [}]
0 36,616 )] 0
0 [/} 9 ]
0 0 0 V]
0 0 )] 0
[} 0 0 [}
[V} 0 0 0
0 0 1] v
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ERRRRAARAR
REULIRED
TO 8ELL

edT, 170
3v6,846

[
96,536
373,861
51,238
Q3,651
185,995
4]

T
41,818
174,853
26,607

[})
16,221
2+ 385
130,082
55,117
432,679

0
34,812
1]

0
97,863
137,931

0
126,198
76,289
32,447
25,847
39,820
0
153,959
57,139
16,505
v

)]

127
1205008
0
83,258
122,903
0

10,5%6
59,490
394,516
66,121
87,588
¢
62,313
v
20,794

0
123,718
15,003
[}
263,874
5,337
34,454

]
3vi,322
3bsb1b
53,425
a2,03}%
172,839
12,547
14,861
39,138



28234 NOTICES
DEEMED ULD UL *axssAgans ENTITLEMENTY POSITIOUN ARANARAARA
RCPURTING FIRM ADJUSTED TOTAL EXCEPTIUNS  PRUDUCT 1¢ MUNTH RENUIRED REWULKED
SHURT NAME RECEIPTS \ 133UED AND APPEALS ENTITLEMENTS CLEANeUP 10U BUY Tu SELL
RIco 0 11,553 11,553 v 0 0 11,553
ROAD=OIL 0 15,160 14,602 0 v v 15,160
RUCK=]1SLAND 219,453 313;704 17.329 0 0 v Yiy,251
SAHEh=TEX 20,518° 214,212 0 0 0 193,094
SAHRE<CAL . 1,948 58,322 17.157 ¢ v 0 Sbs874
SAGE=CHELK 2,185 3,465 v 0 0 1,280
SAH=JUIAQUIN 286,710 228,352 9, 086 ©0 0 60,358 ]
SCANUIL 0 16,7¢8 0 16,708 v ] foe708
StMINULE 12,092 64,341 0 0 (1] v Se,2u9
SENTRY 32,276 97,650 v 0 0 0 64,38y
SHELL 9,933,658 6,251,158 0 0 0 3,682,500 0
SHEPHERD 81,752 77,243 . 0 0 0 4,509 . v
S1GHUN 29,575 140,081 v v 0 v 120 10Ub
SU=HAMP TUN - 27,087 134,381 ] v 0 ] 107,294
SUHIO 1,453,488 2,698,470 5,977 v v 0 1,24u,982
SUMEKSET 16,299 54,913 3,084 0 0 v 38,014
SOUWD 32,153 109,306 0 0 v 0 77,153
SUUTHERHeUNTUN 173,813 255,266 v 0 0 0 1,453
SUUTHLAND 328,088 282,639 117,607 0 0 4S,449 >~
SUUTHNWE STERN 5,915 5,915 238 . 0 (] 0 v
SPRAGUE 0 68,678 T 68,678 0 0 b, 678
STEVUART . ] 28,752 11,182 17,570 0 0 28,752
SUNLAND 3,308 133,404 0 0 0 0 130,096
sunocu 4,449,691 3,044,671 S0 0 0 J.005,020 0
SWANN R 0 34,510 24,049 10, ab7 0 0 34,516
TARHICUNE 0 4,909 4,999 0 0 4,909
TAUBER v 13,674 e 13,67“ 0 0 13,074
TLNMLCU 1,075,5v6 735,237 0 11,429 ) 340,209 )
TESHKD 316,029 532,569 0 0 0 0 2la,540
TLXALD 9,172,364 - 7,116,682 0 276,990 0 2s055,082 0
TENAS<AMERICAN 27,905 99,907 v 0 v 0 T2,002
TE XAS=rSPH 8,321 35,842 v v v 0 «awi2?,521%
TELXASSLCLTY S0i,714 501,714 2u9,5069 0 0 0 ]
THAGARD - - 228,22v 191,120 27,521 v * 0 37,100 v
THRIFThAY 36,453 50,890 0 v 0 U 14,437
THUNDERY LRD 95,213 125,326 v 0 v u 304113
TIPPERARY 122,315 69,623 0 0 v 52,492 0
TUNKA #A 33,37¢ 69,459 0 ¢ 0 0 364049
TO4CH 1,431,355 1,8%0,v42 733,330 v 0 0 Yoy ,b87
TUTAL «PE TRULEUM 326,839 453,591 v 0 0 0 16,752
UCC=CaRIBE v 23C,422 ] 230,422 v 0 e3v k22
UNIUMeUL 3,320,511 2,708,012 0 6,552 [} b1§,099 [}
Ut IUhekFETRU 0 40,298 0 40,298 0 0 4yge298
UntTU=IhD 8,5u8 2:336 0 0 0 or172 ]
UNTD=REF 158,787 362,768 v 0 0 0 203,9H4
US&SU=AKER 0 254, 745** 0 ] v 0 254,744
US~U1L 18,160 181,801 0 ] 0 0 163,638
USA<PETRUChEM a7,029 214,869 0 v [V 0 167,640
VICKLRS 175,923 450,247 0 -0 0 '} 213,324
vuLcan 7,629 1564924 0 [ v 0 149,295
WALLACE 0 .7¢539 7+53v [V 0 0 71530
WARRJUR 38,792 46,941 17,644 v 0 0 6,349
WEST~CLAST 19,525 138,999 9,951 0 0 0 119,474
WESTERN 69,302 126,184 6,789 0 ] 0 Sb,882
WINSTUN 95,901 174,801 0 v 0 0 78,900
WIREBACK 0 78S 0 ] 0 0 75%
WITCU 26,358 178,137 0 0 0 0 151,779
WYATT v - 164105 0 16,105 0 0 160105
HYUMING 27,056 147,992 0 0 0 ] 1200330
YETIER 0 823 0 . (] 0 v 623
YOUNG 55,350 51,57t 16,473 v 0 3,779 ]
. TOTAL 109,588,910 109,588,91¢ 3,698,588 3,240,822 0 21,384,805 21,384,805

. Equals March 1978 entitlement purchaSe requirement

of Arizona Fuels.

See discussion in Motice.

#*  Includes entitlements issued for sales of imported

**¥3 Authorlization to sell these entitlements 1is subject to
conditions set forth in a DOE Decision and Order issued
to Commonwealth 01l and Refining Company on March 20,

978.

. 1

*%2% This is consistent with the court's order prohibiting
any further entitlement purchase requirements by this
firm pursuant to the terms of the court's Judgrent 1in

Husky 011 Co. v. DOE, et al., Civ. Action No. €77-190-B
To-ya.— Titea Hareh T4 1576) .

.. *##%2% This does not include the purchase obligation stayed
. by court order in Texas Asphalt & Refinery Co. V. FEA
. Civ. Action No. 4-75-268 (N.D., Tex., EIIcé October™

. - 31, 1975).
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crude oil to the United States Government for storage
in the Strategic Petroleum Reserve. @



[6740-02]

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

i

[Docket No. RP78-51

CITY OF DES ARC, ARKANSAS, COMPLAINANT
© v, MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRANSMISSION COR-
PORATION, RESPONDENT

Order Dismissing Complu.int, Providing for
Heatring, and Establishing Procedures

JUNE 21, 1978.

On October T, 1977, the city of Des
Are, Ark. (Des Are), filed pursuant to
order No. 467-C an application re-
questing that the Commission direct
the respondent, Mississippi River
Transmission Corp. (MRT), to in-
crease Des Arc’s daily contract
demand allocation by an additional
300 Mcf per day and a complaint re-
questing relief from the responsibility
of paying certain overrun penalties im-
posed by MRT.

In support of its application and
complaint. Des Arc states that its pres-
ent agreement with MRT provides for
a 725 Mcf daily contract demand, a 100
Mecf per day ‘“‘priority interruptible”
allocation, and requires the payment
of a $10 per Mecf overrun penalty on
volumes taken in excess of these
amounts. Despite its efforts to limit
the usage of natural gas to human
needs only, Des Arc contends that the
city’s needs have grown to the extent
that it is no longer able to limit the
consumption of natural gas to the
levels permitted under the existing
agreement with MRT. Due to the
city’s increased human needs require-
ments, Des Arc claims that it incurred
overrun penalties of up to $1,900 per
day during the winter of 1976-77, even
though it voluntarily curtailed all
manufacturing plant and industrial
uses of natural gas, closed the local
school system, and curtailed most
businesses on the days that overtakes
were required.

Des Arc.further alleges that the
overrun penalty imposed by MRT is
more than it can afford to pay and re-
quests that it be relieved of the re-
sponsibility for paying those charges.
Des Arc additionally requests that the
Commission alleviate the city’s supply
shortage by increasing its allotment
for human needs natural gas an addi-
tional 300 Mcf per day, and in support
of its requests, sets forth certain infor-
mation it believes to be required by
order No. 467-C ! which pertains to re-
quests for relief from curtailment.

In its December %, 1977, response to
Des Arc’s application and complaint,
MRT requests that the pleading be

1“QOrder Defining Procedures for Filing
Requests for Curtailment,” docket No. R-
469, 51 FPC 1199 (1974).

NOTICES

dismissed on the grounds that it is pa-
tently deficient and improperly filed
as both a complaint and a request for
relief from curtailment pursuant to
the requirements of order No. 467-C.
In support of its motion to dismiss,
MRT argues that the application
cannot be considered under the provi-
sions of ordér No. 467-C because MRT,
Des Arc’s sole supplier, has not cur-
tailed deliveries to the city, and, in ad-
dition, points out certain deéficfencies
in the information submitted by Des
Arc in support of its order No. 647-C
filing. MRT further contends that the
pleading should be dismissed as a com-
plaint because it contains no allega-
tion that MRT has violated or contra-
vened any act, rule, regulation, or
order issued by the Commission, as re-
quired by section 1.6 of the Commis-
slon's rules of practice and procedure.

With respect to Des Are's request for
relief from the payment of overrun
penalties, MRT states that the 100
Mecf “priority interruptible” allocation
alleged by Des Arc to be part of its
daily contract entitlement is in fact an
unauthorized overrun tolerance which
is billed at the interruptible service
rate for smaller volume overtakes. The
tolerance for overruns of 100 Mcf per
day or less is allegedly designed to
avoid heavily penalizing customers for
overtakes which ordinarily would not
jeopardize MRT's ability to maintain
adequate service to its existing cus-
tomers. For overtakes exceeding 100
Mcf per day, & $10 penalfy is imposed
under MRT's applicable FERC gas
tariff. MRT points out that the $10
per Mecf overrun penalty was estab-
lished by compromise among the Com-
mission staff, MRT, and other active
parties in Mississippi River Transmis-
sion Corp., docket No. RP75-20, and
was approved by order of the Federal
Power Commission issued February
13, 1976.2

MRT contends that the overrun
penalties from which Des Arc requests
relief were properly imposed in accord-
ance with MRT's FERC gas tarlff and
that any waiver of those penalties
might encourage Des Arc to ignore the
volumetric limitations contained in its
contract with MRT. MRT additionally
asserts that Des Arc has already patd
the overrun charges imposed for the
1976-17 winter heating season and
avers that any attempt to compel
refund of those charges at this time
would constitute unlawful retroactive
ratemaking. ¥For these reasons, MRT
requests that the Commission deny
Des Arc's request for relief from the
payment of overrun penalties.

As for Des Arc's request that the
Commission increase its daily allot-
ment an additional 300 Mecf per day,
MRT acknowledges that it has been

2Des Arc did not intervene in docket No.
RP75-20.
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able to aveid high-priority curtail-
ments in the past, but states that it
has not been able to meet any of the
numerous customer requests for con-
tract increases since 1970. In addition,
MRT states that it does not have suf-
ficlent supplies of natural gas to
enable it to undertake increased deliv-
eries to any customer without impair-
ing its ability to serve other customers.
Therefore, MRT requests that the
Commission deny Des Arc’s applica-
tion for an increase in its daily allot-
ment of natural gas. .

We agree that Des Arc’s request for
an Increase in its daily contract
demand allccation cannot be consid-
ered under the curtailment relief pro-
cedures outlined in order No. 467-C
because deliveries to the city are not
being curtailed by MRT. However, the
request could appropriately be consid-
ered as a section 7(a)® application for
Increcsed natural gas service and will
be construed as such by the Commis-
sion, provided Des Are submits the in-
formation required under part 156 and
section 250.6 of the Commission’s reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act.

Although MRT claims that it lacks
sufficlent supplies to increase deliv-
eries to the city of Des Arc without
impairing its ability to serve other cus-
tomers, recent form 16 reports show
that MRT did not project any curtail-
ment of firm requirements during the
1977-18 winter heating season. For the
past several years, MRT’s interrupt-
ible customers have heen curtailed on
a regular basis during the winfer
months, but they have adequate alter-
nate fuel capability and have received
substantial volumes of natural gas
from MRT during the summer peri-
ods. Nevertheless, we recognize that in
this time of nationwide natural gas
shortages, each request for increased
service must be carefully scrutinized
to determine whether one customer’s
growth is endangering the supplying

315 US.C. §717{(a). Section 7(2) of the
Natural Gas Act provides as follows: When-
ever the Commission, after notice and op-
portunity for hearing, finds such action nec-
eccary or desirable in the public interest, it
may by order direct a natural-gas company
to extend or Improve its transportation fa-
cilities, to establish physical connection of
Its transportation facilities with the facili-
ties of, and sell natural gas to, any person or
munfcipality engaged or legally authorized
to engage In the local distribution of natural
or artificial gas to the public, and for such
purpose to extend its transportation facili-
tles to communities immediately adjacent to
such facllities or to territory served by such
naturalgas company, if the Commission
finds that no undue burden will be placed
upon such natural-gas company thereby:
Provided, That the Commission shall have
no authority to compel the enlargement of
transportation facilities for such purposes,
or to compel such natural-gas company to
establish physical connection or sell natural
gas when to do so would impair its ability to
render adequate service to its customers.
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pipeline’s ability to render adequate
service to other existing customers.

In light of the potential impact
which Des Arc's application for in-
creased natural gas service could have
upon other customers of MRT, we find
that a full evidentiary hearing should
be held in this proceeeding. The hear-
ing should develop a record concerning
the information required under part
156 and section 250.6 of the Commis-
sion’s regulations, and Des Arc should
additionally: (1) Document all efforts
to obtain alternate sources of gas from
intrastate suppliers or increased vol-
umes of LPG; (2) present all communi-
cations between Des Arc and the Ar-

kansas Public Service Commission ,

with respect to gas supply; (3) detail
data from the books and records of
Des Arc supporting the estimated
present and projected peak-day annual
requirements, together with such spe-
cific information relating to number of
meters and classes of customers served
and to be served; (5) provide the histo-
ry of Des Arc's gas supply, including
rate, volumes, and source of gas re-
ceived, and the measures taken to
insure a continuing supply; (6) explain
what Des Arc plans to do to insure a
continuing gas supply should the sub-
ject application be denied; and (7) fur-
nish estimates and backup data con-
cerning the percentage by volumes of
attachments over former service in
each curtailment priority. Des Arc
must also carry its burden to show
that the requested increase in natural
gas service is necessary or desirable in
the public interest.

It shall be incumbent upon MRT to
furnish testimony relating the gas
supply available for the service in
question and the effect that this serv-
ice will have on its system from an
operational standpoint if the request
for service is granted. MRT shall also
furnish facts and testimony as to its
history of curtailments, with particu-
lar regard to the order No. 467-B cate-
gories of priority, as well as specific in-
formation related to its distributor
customers’ load additions and/or scope
of postponement of such load addi-
tions by class of retail customer during
the last several years of gas supply
shortage.

As to Des Arc’s request for relief
from the responsibility of paying over-
run peralties, we must first note that
MRT's tariff does not contain a provi-
sion permitting either MRT or this
Commission to waive overrun penalty
charges and must also note that the
settlement approved in docket No.
RP75-20 specifically provides that
MRT shall have no refund obligation
with respect to overrun penalties
charged.4 In addition, Des Arc has nei-

4Stipulation and agreement, article VI,

primary interruptible rate and charges for
unauthorized overtake volumes, p. 18.

NOTICES

ther alleged nor shown that the over-
run penalty was improperly assessed
in a manner violative of Commission
regulations or applicable MRT tariff
provisions. For these reasons, we find
that the Commission lacks authority
to grant Des Arc relief from or refund
of the overrun penalties ,which it paid
to MRT. Accordingly, Des Arc's com-
plaint requesting relief from the pay-
ment of overrun penalties will be dis-
missed.

In view of the foregoing findings
with respect.to the appropriate dispo-
sition of Des Arc’s application and
complaint, the motion of MRT for dis-
missal of Des Are’s pleading will also
be denied.

Notice of Des Arcs apphcatmn and
complaint was published in the FEDER-
AL REGISTER on November 16, 1977 (42
FR 59320). No petition to intervene,
notice of intervention, or protest to
the granting of the application, other
than the response of MRT, has been
filed in response_to that notice.

The Commission orders: (A) On or
before August 7, 1978, the city of Des
Arc shall file with the Secretary of
this Commission and serve upon all
parties to this proceeding, including
the Commission- staff, its direct case
pursuant to section 7(a) of the Natural
Gas Act in support of its application
together with the information re-
quired under part 156 and section

250.6 of-the Commission’s regulations

under the Natural Gas.Act.

(B) Pursuant to the authority of the
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections
7 and 15 thereof, the Commission’s
rules of practice and procedure, and
the regulations under the Natural Gas
Act, a prehearing conference will be
held in a hearing room of the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street NE. Washing-
ton, D.C. 20426, at 10 a.m. on August
22, 1978, to discuss procedural matters

and the clarification of substantive .

issues.

(C) An administrative law judge to
be designated by the chief administra-
tive law judge for that purpose (see
delegation of authority, 18 CFR,
§ 3.5(d)), shall preside at a hearing in
this proceeding, with authority to es-
tablish and change all procedural
dates, and to rule on all motions with
the exc¢eption of petitions to intervene,
motions to consolidate and sever, and
motions to dismiss, as provided for in
the rules of practice and procedure.

(D) The complaint filed by the city
of Des Arc requesting relief from the
payment of certain overrun penalties
imposed by MRT is hereby denied.

(E) MRT’s motion to dismiss the
complaint and application of the city
of Des Arc is hereby denied.

By the Commission. ‘
Secretary.
{FR Doc. '718-18070 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]}

1

[6740-02]
[Docket No. CP64-891

* CITIES SERVICE GAS CO, AND NATURAL GAS

PIPELINE CO. OF AMERICA

Order Amending Order Issuving Cortlficate of
Public Convenience and Necessity

JUNE 21, 1978.

On October 1, 1977, pursuant to the
provisions of the Department of
Energy Orga.mzation Act (DOE Act),
Pub. L. 95-91, 91’ Stat. 565 (August, 4,
1977), and Executive Order No. 12009,
42 FR 46267 (September 15, 1977), the
Federal Power Commission ceased to
exist and its functions and regulatoty
responsibilities were transferred to the
Secretary of Energy and the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) which, as an independent
commission within the Department of
Energy, was activated on October 1,
1977. The functions which are the sub-
ject of this proceeding were specifical-
ly transferred to the FERC by section
402(a2)(1) of the DOE Act. :

On April 5, 1978, Cities Service Gas
Co. (Cities) and Natural Gas Pipeline
Co. of America (Natural) (petitioners)
filed in docket No. CP64-89 a petition
to amend further the order of January
2, 1964, as amended, in the iInstant
docket (31 FPC 3) issuing a certificate
of public convenience and necessity
pursuant to section 7(¢) of the Natural
Gas Act so as to authorize an addition-
al exchange point at an existing point
of interconnection between the sys-
tems of petitioners in Ford County,
Kans., (Ford County exchange point),
and to authorize petitioners to contin-
ue to exchange gas pursuant to an ex-
change agreement dated Septembor
30, 1963, as amended, beyond May 1,
1980, 211 as more fully set forth in the

petition to amend.
The January 2, 1964, order, as
ammended, authorizes  petitioners,

among other things, to construct and
operate certain facilities, to abandon
and replace certain other facilities,
and to exchange up to 60,000 Mcf per
day of natural gas at various exchange
points in Oklahoma for a term ending
May 1, 1980.

On February 3, 1978, petitioners
amended further their exchange
agreement dated September 30, 1963,
to provide for the Ford County, Kans.,
exchange point whereby either peti-
tioner may deliver to the other, at
times and daily rates mutually agree-
able, volumes of exchange gas, and to
provide for the continued exchange of
gas beyond May 1, 1980. The utiliza-
tion of the existing Ford County inter.
connection as an exchange point pro-
vides petitioners a balancing point
whereby imbalances in dellveries is al-
leviated and provides additional flexi.
bility for the exchange arrangement.

After due notice by publication in
the F=pEralL REGISTER on April 27,
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1978 (43 FR 18009), no petition to in-
tervene, notices of intervention, or
protests to the granting of the petition
to amend have been filed.

The Commission finds: It is neces-
sary and appropriate in carrying out
the provisions of the Natural Gas Act
and the public convenience and neces-
sity require that the order in docket
No. CP64-89, issued January 2, 1964,
as amended, be amended further as
hereinafter ordered.

The Commission orders: The order
issued January 2, 1964, as amended, is
amended so as to authorized and addi-
tional exchange point in Ford County,
Kans., and to authorize the continued
exchange of gas beyond May 1, 1980.
In all other respects, said order, as
amended, shall remain in full force
and effect.

By _the Commission.

KennNeETH F. PLUMB,
~  Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 78-18071 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02]
[Docket No, RP72-891
COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.

Informal Conference

JUNE 22, 1978.

Take notice that on June 12, 1978,
the Public Service Commission of the
State of New York (New York) re-
quested the convenipng of an informal
conference on June 27, 1978, of all the
parties to the above-styled proceeding
to discuss various problems which
have arisen in the implementation of
Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.’s
(Columbia) currently effective curtail-
ment plan in docket No. RP72-89.

New York asserts that under a set-
tlement proposal noticed on March 24,
1976, Columbia submitted an interim
curtailment plan to be effective
through October 1978. This plan was
subject to comments, some opposing
the plan, by the parties to this pro-
ceeding. The Commission has not to
date acted upon this proposal nor on
the presiding law judge’s initial deci-
sion on a permanent curtailment plan
for Columbia.

New York notes that one of the un-
contested features of the aforemen-
__tioned proposed settlement was the
convening of a conference in the
spring or summer of 1978 to consider
the operation of any interim plan for
the Columbia System. New York con-
tends that operating problems under
the effective plan continue to persist
and urges that one area of discussion
should be the problem of overtakes
under that plan. It feels that other
parties may have other areas with re-
spect to the plan that also warrant dis-
cussion.

NOTICES

Take notice that on June 27, 1978,
an informal conference will be held in
2 hearing room of the Federal Energy
Regulation Commission at 825 North
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C.
20426, at 10 a.m. (e.d.t.), for the pur-
pose of discussing problems that have
arisen relative to the implementation
of Columbia's effective curtailment

plan. .
KeENNETH F. PLoMB,
Secrelary.
[FR Doc. 78-18076 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02]
[Docket Nos. RP78-12 and RM77-14]
EAST TENNESSEE NATURAL GAS CO.
Rate Filing

June 22, 1978.

Take notice that on"May 17, 1978,
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co. (East
Tennessee) tendered for filing substi-
tute 25th revised sheet No. 4 and sub-
stitute 26th revised sheet No. 4 to 6th
revised volume No. 1 of its FERC gas
tariff to be effective May 1, 1978, and
June 1, 1978, respectively.

East Tennessee states that the sole
purpose of the revised tariff sheets is
to include an omission in the tariff
sheets previously filed in the above-
captioned proceedings to permit East
Tennesee to recover for the period
May 1, 1978, through June 30, 1978,
the demand surcharge for amortizing
the unrecovered purchased gas cost ac-
count which has been approved by the
Commission for that period.

East Tennessee states that coples of
the filing have been mailed to all its
jurisdictional customers and affected
State regulatory commissfons.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said filing should {ile a peti-
tion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, 825 North Capitol Street NE.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance
with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions
or protests should be {iled on or before
June 29, 1978. Protests will be consld-
ered by the Commission in determin-
ing the appropriate action to be taken,
but will not serve to make protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party must file a
petition to intervene: Providcd, howev-
er, That any person who has previous-
ly filed a petition to intervene in this
proceeding is not required to {file a fur-
ther petition. Copies of this filing are
on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 78-18077 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

28237

[6740-02]
{Docket No. RP76-148 (PGATS-2)]

GAS GATHERING CORP.

Substitvle Filing Under Purchased Gas
Adjusiment Clouse Provision

JUNE 22, 1978.

Take notice that Gas Gathering
Corp. (GGC), on June 8, 1978, ten-
dered for {filing substitute changes in
{ts FERC gas tariff providing for in-
creased charges to Transcontinental
Gas Pipe Line Corp. (Transco), its sole
Jurlsdictional customer, under GGC’s
PGA clause. The substitute {filing
would correct errors discovered by
GGC In its {iling of May 31, 1978, in
this docket. As so corrected, the
changes proposed would increase the
rate charged Transco by 5.55363 cents
per Mcf over those rates presently in
effect. The rates are proposed ta be
made effective on July 1, 1978.

A copy of the {filing has been served
upon Transco.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said filing should file a peti-
tion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
slon, 825 North Capitol Street NE.,
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance
with §51.8 and 1.10 of the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions
or protests should be {iled on or before
June 29, 1978. Protests will be consid-
ered by the Commission in determin-
ing the appropriate action to be taken
but will not serve to make protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party must file a
petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KennerH F. PruMs,
Secretary.

[FR Dac. 78-18078 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02]
{Docket No. CI178-4301
J. M. HUBER CORP.

Order Granting Rehearing for Purposes of Fur-
ther ConsMerotion ond Granting Interven-
tion Out of Time

June 21, 1978.

By letter order issued April 12, 1978,
we issued a temporary certificate to J.
M. Huber Corp. authorizing the sale of
gas to Transwestern Pipeline Co.
(Transwestern) under contract dated
January 23, 1978. Therein, we stated
that if the purchaser incurred costs as-
soclated with processing, dehydration,
compression, or other conditioning of
the subject gas and sought to include
these costs in its rates, the purchaser
would be required to prove that the
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costs had not be compensated. for in
the applicable mational ceiling rate.
This condition was subject to our
action in docket Nos. CI77-412, CP77-
577, and CP77-558.

Transwestern has filed a motion to
intervene out of time in the above-cap-
tioned matter and an application for
rehearing of the above order, object-
ing thereto in connection with the
matter described above.

The Commission finds: Participation
by Transwestern may be in the public
irterest. )

The Commission orders: (A) Trans-
western is permitted to intervene in
the above-captioned matter subject to
the rules and regulations of the Com-
mission; Provided, however, That the
participation of such intervenor shall
be limited to matters affecting assert-
ed rights and interests as specifically

set forth in the petition to intervene; -

and Provided, further, That the admis-
sion of said intervenor shall not be
construed as recognition by the Com-
mission that it might be aggrieved be-
cause of any orders of the Commission
entered in this docket.

(B) The application for rehearing of
our letter order of April 2, 1978, filed
by Transwestern, is hereby granted
solely for the purpose of affording fur-
ther time for consideration. Since this
order is not a final order on rehearing,
no response to this order will be enter-
tained in accordance with the terms of
section 1.34(d) of the Commission’s
rules of practice and procedure.

By the Commission.

KEeNNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-18065 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02]
[Docket No. ER76-1841
KANSAS CITY POWER AND LIGHT CO,

Order Affirming Initial Decision of -
Administrative Law Judge

JUNE 21, 1978.

On October 1, 1977, pursuant to the
provisions of the Department of
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act),
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (Aug. 4,
1977) and Executive OrdersNo. 12009,
42 FR 46267 (Sept. 15, 1977), the Fed-
eral Power Commission ceased to exist
and its functions and regulatory re-
sponsibilities were transferred to the
Secretary of Energy and the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) which, as an independent
commission within the Department of
Energy, was activated on October 1,
© 1977

) The *Commission” when used in the con-

text of an action taken prior to October 1,
1971, refers to the FPC; when used other-
wise, the reference is to the FERC.

-

-NOTICES

The “savings provisions” of section
705(b) of the DOE Act provide that
proceedings pending before the FPC
on the date the DOE Act takes effect
shall not be affected and that orders
shall be issued in such proceedings as
if the DOE Act had not been enacted.
All such proceedings shall be contin-
ued and further actions shall be taken
by the appropriate component of DOE
now responsible for the function
under the DOE Act and regulations
promulgated thereunder.: The func-

- tions which are the subject of this pro-

ceedings were specifically transferred
to the FERC by section 402(a)1) or
402(a)(2) of the DOE Act.

The joint regulation adopted on Oc-

tober 1, 1977, by the Secretary and the _

FERC entitled “Transfer of Proceed-
ings to the Secretary of Energy and
the FERC,” 10 CFR —, provided that
this proceeding would be continued
before the FERC. The FERC takes
action in this proceeding in accordance
with the above mentioned authorities.

On October 20, 1975, the Kansas
City Power & Light Co. (KCPL) ten-
dered for filing new schedules of rates
and charges for power service to 11
wholesale customers located in Kansas
and Missouri. By order issued October
4,.1976, the Commission accepted and
approved a settlement agreement
which settled all issues in the matter
except ore, relating to cost allocation,
which was reserved for hearing. The
reserved issue was whether for cost al-
location purposes KCPL’s 161/69/34/
12 KV step-down transformation facili-
ties .and 69 and 34 kV line facilities
should be (a) rolled-in and included as
a portion of XCPL’s power source fa-
cilities or (b) assigned and allocated as
a portion of KXCPL’s “local” facilities.

Hearings on the reserved issue were
conducted by Administrative Law
Judge Kimball on October 20-21, 1976,
and Judge Kimball issued his Initial
Decision on July 13, 1977. The Judge
found that the 34 kV- facilities are in-
tegrated parts of KXCPL’s bulk power
supply system and function similarly
to power source facilities. Accordingly,
he determined that for cost allocation
purposes the facilities at issue in the
case should be rolled-in and included
as g portion of LCPL’s power source
facilities rather than assigned and al-
located as a portion of KCPL’s “local”
facilities.

On September 15, 1977, KCPL sub-
mitted a brief on exceptlons to the Ini-
tial Decision. Responses in opposition
were filed by several parties, including
the Commission Staff. The FERC,
after giving due consideration to each
exception, finds that the exceptions
are without merit.

The ¥FPC has consistently favored
the rolled-in method of allocation.?z In

2Battle Creek'Gas Co. v. FPC, 281 F.2d 42
(D.C. Cir 1960); United Gas Pipe Line (0.,

Public Service Co. of Indiana, Opinion
No. 783, issued November 10, 1976,°
the FPC, for the reasons therein
stated, held that the rolled-in method
must be used except In exceptional cir-
cumstances.

We reaffirm the view that the
rolled-in. method of cost allocation is
favored except in exceptional circums-
stances. Here, the Judge properly
found that the requisite exceptional
circumstances did not. exist, We affirm
his findings that the facilities at issue
operate as integrated parts of KCPL's

‘entire bulk power supply system and

function similarly to bulk power
source facilities and that no exception.-
al circumstances have been demon-
strated.

The Commission Orders: KCPL's ex-
ceptions to the Initial Decision of the
Administrative Law Judge are denied.

By the Commission.

KenNETH F, PLUMD,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. '718-18066 Filed 6-28-178; 8:456 am])

[6740-02]
{Docket No. RP73-97)
KENTUCKY WEST VIRGINIA GAS CO,
Order Denying Rehearing

JUNE 21, 19078.

+ On QOctober 1, 1977, pursuant to the
provisions of the Department of
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act),
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (Aur. 4,
1977) and Executive Order No. 12009,
42 FR 46267 (Sept. 15, 1977), the Fed-
eral Power Commission ceased to exist
and its functions and regulatory re-
sponsibilities were transferred to the
Secretary of Energy and the Federal
Energy  Regulatory Commission
(FERC) which, as an independent
commission within the Department of
Energy, was activated on October 1,
1977.2

The “savings provisions” of section
705(b) of the DOE Act provide that

proceedings pending before the FPC

on the date the DOE Act takes effect
shall not be affected and that orders
shall be issued in such proceedings as
if the DOE Act has not been enacted.
All such proceedings shall be contin.
ued and further actions shall be taken
by the appropriate component of DOE
now responsible for the function

31 FPC 1180 (1964); Union Electric Co., 47
FPC 144 (1972); Florida Power & Light Co.,
Opinion No. 784, issued December 15, 1976;
Detroit Edison Co., Opinion No. 748, fs3ued
December 30, 1975.

3Affirmed in pertinent part, Public Serv-
ice Co. of Indiana v FERC, No. 77-1238 (1th
Cir. Apr. 217, 1978).

'The “Commission” when used in the con.
text of an action taken prior to October 1,
1977, refers to the FPC; when used other-
wise, the reference is to the FERC
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under the DOE Act and regulations
promulgated thereunder. The func-
tions which are the subject of this pro-
ceeding were specifically transferred
to the FERC by section 402(a)(1) or
402(a)(2) of the DOE Act.

The joint regulation adopted on Oc-
tober 1, 1977, by the Secretary and the
FERC entitled “Transfer of Proceed-
ings to the Secretary of Energy and
the FERC,” 10 CFR —, provided that
this proceeding would be continued
before the FERC. The FERC takes
action in this proceeding in accordance
with the above mentioned authorities.

The Commission has before it an ap-
plication filed March 17, 1978, by Ken-
tucky West Virginia Gas Co. (“Ken-
tucky West” or “Company”) for re-
hearing and request for oral argument
of the Commission’s Opinion No. 7 and
order issued in this proceeding on Feb-
ruary 16, 1978. By that opinion and
order the Commission accepted and
approved a stipulation regarding cer-
tain cost of service and cost allocation
issues. With respect to the first of two
reserved issues, the Commission held
that Kentucky West had not demon-
strated “special circumstances” war-
ranting an allowance in excess of the
area rate for “new” gas produced from
leases obtained after October 7, 1969,
from wells drilled prior to January 1,
1973. On the second reserved issue, the
Commission determined that the ap-
" propriate rate of return for Kentucky
West during the locked-in period is
8.96 percent, based upon an imputed
capital structure and an allowed
return on common equity of 12.00 per-
cent. Kentucky West seeks rehearing
on both issues.?

By this order, the Commission, for
the reasons stated below, will deny re-
hearing and, the matter having been
fully presented in.the record and the
pleadings including the application for
rehearing, will deny the request for
oral argument.

SPECIAL RELIEF

In its application for rehearing Ken-
tucky West presents a new contention
that the Commission erred in denying
Kentucky West's request for special
relief. The only record evidence on
cost relevant to this issue is staff’s tes-
timony based on XKentucky West's
filing demonstrating that the cost to
produce' new gas was 8.1 cents per Mcf.
Kentucky West now contends that the
adjustments for nonrecurring cost of
service items made in the revised stip-
ulated cost of service (Ex. 21), when
applied to staff’s cost analysis, yields a
61.6 cents per Mcf (at 15.325 psia) cost
for new gas. Kentucky West.says that
the stipulated adjustments in Exhibit

2An order granting rehearing for purposes
of further consideration and stay pending
order on rehearing was issued in this pro-
ceeding on April 17, 1978.
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21 which reduced the operation and
maintenance expenses for ‘old gas" in-
crease the cost of “new gas”, corre-
spondingly.s It says that this justifies
the 46.8 cents per Mcf it requests for
new gas.

We disagree. The record does not
support Kentucky West's suggested
adjustments to staff's analysis. The re-
vised stipulated cost of service in Ex-
hibit No. 21 neither adjusts nor re-
quires adjustments to determine the
“new gas” cost of service amounts stip-
ulated in Exhibit No. 19.¢ The ex-
penses which Kentucky West proposes
should be assigned to “new gas”
cannot be said to be wholly attributa-
ble to this gas or to constitute the only
adjustments warranted. Xentucky
West had the opportunity to place on
the record its own cost of service anal-
ysis of “new gas"” or to rebut staff’s
analysis during the course of these
proceedings. It chose to do neither. Its
attempt now to make piecemeal ad-
Jjustments to staff’s record analysis is
rejected.

Kentucky West further argues for
“special relief” by citing a report con-
cerning the price incentive necessary
to develop gas. We find that report in-
appropriate and irrelevant to the cost
determination necessary to support
the grant of special relief.

RATE OoF RETURN

We now turn to the rate of return
issue where Kentucky West appears to
unleash a many-pronged attack upon
Opinion No. 7. In essence, however, its
arguments reduce to three general
points:

(1) the Commission erred in regard-
ing Xentucky West as having risks
comparable to those of transmission

companies rather than to those of in--

dependent producers;

(2) the Commission erred in imput-
ing the consolidated capital structure
of Kentucky West's parent, Equitable
Gas Co., to Kentucky West and that,
in doing so the Commission unfairly
imputed that capitalization to a past
locked-in period; and -

(3) the Commission erred in f{inding
a rate of return whose end result is
unjust and unreasonable.

1. KENTUCKY WEST'S RISK EXPOSURE

Kentucky West continues to rely
heavily upon arguments alleging to
show its risk comparability to inde-
pendent producers and upon the Com-
mission’s use of a 1§-percent rate of
return in area and nationwide rate

3*0Old gas” or “flowing gas", as used here,
refers to gas produced from wells com-
menced before Janury 1, 1673, on leases ac-
quired prior to October 8, 1967. “New gas"
means gas produced from leases acquired
after October 7, 1969.
8 «Exhibit No. 21, app. A (revised) p. 1, line
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proceedings as bases for the rate of
return it requests in this proceeding
on its cost of service rate base. We
found their arguments on this score
unpersuasive at the time we issued our
opinion and find their new arguments
equally unpersuasive now.

The rate of return determination in
this proceeding was influenced by the
differences in the cost of service regu-
latory regime under which Kenfucky
West has operated and the area and
nationwide rate setting regime under
which independent producers have op-
erated. Gas exploration, development,
and production operations conducted
under cost of service treatment carries
substantially less risk to investors
than gas operations conducted under
the expectation of receiving prices,
only for gas found, based on average
areawlde or nationwide costs deter-
%d periodically by a regulatory

Kentucky West’s claims that it does
not benefit from cost of service regula-
tion and that it would be better off if
it were allowed to charge the nation-
wide flowing gas rates are unfounded.
Its contention that the per unit cost of
“old gas” embodied in its cost of serv-
fce is less than the flowing gas rates
applicable to independent producers is
misleading due to the omission of
gathering costs. The conclusion we
reached in Opinion No. 7, and which
Kentucky West argues is miscon-
ceived, followed from: (1) transmission
costs and advance payments constitut-
ing a small percentage of the per unit
cost of service and (2) “new gas” unit
rates being significantly less than the
resulting total per unit cost. In its ap-
plication for rehearing, Xentucky
West shows the costs by function 3and
compares the producer flowing gas
rate to the unit production cost of its
“old gas.” Kentucky West compares
the 29.5 cents per Mcf rate (14.73 psia
and 1,000 Btu per cu. ft.) allowed by
the Commission on flowing gas of in-
dependent producers® with the unit
production cost of 20.97 cents allowed
in Opinion No. 7 (8.96 percent rate of
return) and the 25.88 cents cost em-
bodied in Company’s proposed rates
(13.03-percent rate of return). But the
flowing gas rate to independent pro-
ducers permits only a 1 cent per Mcf
adjustment for gathering costs. Ken-
tucky West’s cost of service includes a
15.28 cents per Mecf allowance for
gathering costs using the Commis-
sion’s 8.96 percent rate of return. A
19.27 cents per Mcf allowance is em-
bodied in the Company’s proposed
rates. Thus the relevant comparison

sApplicaticn for rehearing, app. B, p. 3,
based on exhibit 21.

sJust and reasonable national rates for
sales of natural gas from wells commenced
prior to January 1, 1973, Docket No. R478,
Oplinion No. 748-C, opinion and order on r=-
hearing, issued July 19, 1976.
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should be between the independent
producer’s production plus gathering
ceiling price of 30.5 cents per Mcf and
the 36.26 cents per Mcf cost implied by
opinion No. 7 rates or the 45.15 cents
cost in Company’s proposed rates.?
Moreover, even if Kentucky West's
rates were less than the applicable
flowing gas rates, .the relative assur-
ance of cost recovery under cost of
service treatment reduces Kentucky
West’s risk relative to independent
producers. The inescapable conclision
is the one we reached in our opinion,
that Kentucky West is in a substan-
tially better position because of its
cost of service treatment than it would
be had its sales been subject to the
same type of regulation as independ-
ent producers.

We also find no merit in Kentucky
West’s claim that its cost of service is
deficient in comparison with producer
rates because no cost of service
allowance is provided for dry holes
and related expenses. This circum-
stance results from the nature of the
different regulatory frameworks under
which independent producers and
pipeline producers operated and which-
created the substantive risk differen-
tial to investors in the two types of op--
erations. As Xentucky West points
out, “when a cost of service is con-
structed employing the successful ef-
forts method of accounting, there is
included an allowance for exploration
and development based on base year
experience.” ® This is the method that
has been used in setting Kentucky:
West’s rates until this proceeding. The
effect of such ratemaking methodolo-
gy is to give the company the ability
to earn in each year revenues suffi-
cient to cover the unsuccessful efforts
costs for that year.® In contrast, inde-
pendent producers are compensated
only to the extent that they are able
to find and sell gas at the established

"With respect to these comparisons, we
are concerned about the apparent error on
the part of both Company and Staff in not
allocating the gathering facilities between
old and new gas in the cost of service. In
light of the relatively small volumes of new
gas being considered here, the impact of
such adjustments would likely be of little

significance at this time and not warrant re- .

opening the record.

8Application for rehearing, p. 21.

SKentucky West counters that the
amount allowed usually does not equal the
amount experienced during the period of ef-
fectiveness of rates and that the bulk of its
losses were incurred prior to Commission
regulation. With respect to the first conten-
tion, however, there is just as high a prob-
abflity that the amount allowed will be
greater than that experienced as there is
that the réverse will be true. Further, the
Company always has the option of asking
for a rate increase in the latter instance. Fi-
nally, the Commission cannot authorize
rates to recoup losses'incurred, if any,
;htrlé:g a period when prices were unregu-
ated.

N
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just and reasonable rate. If they find
no gas, they bear the full burden of
their losses. The reason for the exclu-
sion of dry hole and related costs in
the instant cost of service is because
they are nonrecurring, being related

to “new gas” production priced at na-"

tionwide rates which include an
allowance for such costs. Finally, it is
significant that concomitant with the
exclusion of these costs was the exclu-
sion of related nonrecurring tax sav-
ings, the net effect of which was to in-
crease Kentucky West’s cost of service
in this proceeding. -

Kentucky West’s contention that in-
dependent producers are favored by
their ability to renegotiate contract
rates to higher ceiling prices is also
misleading. Kentucky West ignores
the fact that as a pipeline producer it
has no prescribed ceiling. When the
operating costs of a pipeline produc-
er’'s flowing gas increases, it has the
ability to request a rate increase to
cover the higher costs. The Commis-
sion must then determine whether the
gas should be made available at the
higher price.

Thus, we find no merit in Kentucky
West’s claims of risk comparability to
independent producers or of discrimi-
natory treatment by the Commission.
The rate of return sought in setting
nationwide rates is one that reflects
the investor risks of exploration and
development for natural gas under
that regulatory scheme. Our interest
here is in determining a fair rate of
return to allow a particular company
on its cost of service regulated rate
base consisting largely of “old gas”
production activities. Kentucky West
is provided adequate incentive for ex-
tracting reserves from its “old gas”
wells as any increased costs can be re-
flected in future costs of service justi-
fying higher prices for its gas sales. It
needs no extra incentive in the rate of
return allowed. The differences in the
regulatory schemes warrants different
rates of return.

Turning to the comparison of Ken-
tucky West to transmission companies
in general, we note that our evaluation
of comparative risk in this instance in-
volved the exercise of judgment and
that the conclusion we reached was
necessarily subject to some impreci-
sion. We find, however, that Kentucky
‘West, in its application for rehearing,
provides no substantive showing of
error, capricious or otherwise, on our
part. Its argument that gathering lines
are more risky than long-line trans-
mission facilities is not clearcut. A
gathering line would not be construct-
ed without some foreknowledge of the
adequacy of the gas supplies from the
individual wells it would serve.

We also are not inclined to take
Kentucky West’s' second contention,
that it is more risky due to its rate
design, very seriously. Certainly it is

reasonable to assume that if Kentuicky
West’s rate form operates to jeopar-
dize its ability to recover its costs and
earn the allowed return, the company
would seek to modify the rate form.
Moreover, since over 90 percent of the
natural gas transported and sold by
Kentucky West comes from its own
production, there is much greater con-
trol over volumes than the typical
pipeline company experiences. Finally,
Kentucky West’s principle market is
its parent company, Equitable, which
has an economic incentive to assure
that the pipeline’s sales at least equal
the volumes upon which its rates are
predicated. For these reasons, we are

« not persuaded that Kentucky West’s

rate design significantly contributes to
risk of its operations.

In conclusion, we find that our eval-
uation of Kentucky West's overall risk
exposure as being roughly comparable
to that of more typical transmission
company operations was reasonable.

2. APPROPRIATE CAPITAL STRUCTURE

Kentucky West presents a number
of criticisms to our use of an imputed
capital structure. It does not challenge
our perogative to employ a capitaliza-
tion different from that reported in

C¢ompany books where circumstances

warrant one. It claims only that the
necessary circumstances are not pres-
ent in the instant proceeding., Ken-
tucky West argues that there is sub-
stantial record evidence supporting
thé reasonableness and prudency of its
capital structure and little supporting
the contrary. We disagree. Company’s
evidence 'consisted primarily of opin-
jons based on claims of high risks in
its exploration and development activi-
ties. It presented no data on capital
structures of similar pipeline producer
enterprises. In fact, the record con.
tains no showing of any regulated
companies being financed wholly by
equity capital. Staff, on the other
hand, presented a variety of evidence
on the capital structures of natural
gas pipelines and oil companies. The
decision to employ Equitable’s consoli-
dated capital structuré was based upon
our evaluation of the range of these
capital structures in light of our per-
ception of the risk of Kentucky West’s

- cost of service operations. We did not

make a finding that Kentucky West
should be considered a natural gas
pipeline; rather, we found Kentucky
West more comparable in risk to con-
ventional pipeline companies than to
independent producers. Our choice of
capital structure represents a reason-
able resolution of this issue.

Kentucky West claims that it is
unable to obtain debt financing for its
operations. It alleges that its parent,
Equitable, is effectively precluded by
first mortgage indenture provisions
from using senior debt to fund any of
Kentucky West's activities. Further, it
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claims to have no property on which
mortgzge bonds may be secured. Equi-
table’s indenture provisions are not a
controlling factor for ratemaking.
They are artificial constraints that
serve only to limit the amount of
Equitable’'s mortgage debt to the value
of its directly owned property. Having
Kentucky West as an income produc-
ing subsidiary has the effect of en-
abling Equitable to safely issue more
debt than it otherwise could or, alter-
natively, to issue the same amount but
at a lower cost. Kentucky West’s claim
that it has no bondable property is
likewise misleading. The fact that it
has little property on which to secure
mortgage debt does not preclude Ken-
tucky West from making use of other
types of debt financing.

Kentucky West further argues that
if it had employed debt the cost of
such debt would be greater than that
which we have allowed. We have no
evidence upon which to make an eval-
uation of this speculative claim or its
impact upon the reasonableness of the
overall rate of return we have permit-
ted. On the contrary, we have little
reason to believe that the proper debt{
cost for Kentucky West is significantly
different than the consolidated debt
cost of Equitable which reflects the re-
ality of the longstanding affiliation of
Kentucky West and Equitable.

While, as noted, Kentucky West
does not challenge the imputation of a
capital structure where warranted, it
does object to its retroactive imputa-
tion to a past locked-in period. It cites
the court decision in Comsat,° re-
ferred to in Opinion No. 7, as support.
The circumstances of that case, how-
ever, are different from those present
in the instant proceeding. There the
court was concerned with an independ-
ent Company that obtained its financ-
ing directly from the marketplace.
Comsat was a relatively young compa-
ny which even the FCC did not feel
was capable of sustaining the capital-
ization it imputed until two years
before it chose to impose it. In con-
trast, Kentucky West is a mature com-
pany that obtains virtually all its long-
term financing from its parent, Equi-
table. Furthermore, it is reasonable to
presume that Equitable has financed
its ownership in Kentucky West with
diversified funds while permitting
Kentucky West to display all equity fi-
nancing on its books.

3. END RESULT

Company contends that the 8.96 per-
cent overall return allowance in Opin-
ion No. 7 is not a just and reasonable
end result. It cites current interest
rates and Commission allowed rates of
return on common equity since 1975

1 Communications Satelite Corp. v. FCC,
Docket No. 75-2193 ————F.2d. , (D.C.
Cir. 1977).
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for support. These comparisons do not,
provide a reasonable basis for evaluat-
ing the end result of the instant pro-
ceeding where we are concerned with
setting an overall rate of return appli-
cable to a past locked-in period begin-
ning in 1973.

In accepting the settlement of other
issues in this proceeding, we permitted
the computation of income taxes on
the basis of Company’'s proposed all-
equity capital structure. In so doing
we noted the inconsistency but were of
the opinion that it was more in the
public interest to deal with that issue
in a more current rate filing than to
disturb the settlement in this already
protracted proceeding. We also take
note of the fact that, in its previous
rate filing, Kentucky West asked for
and received only an 8.50-percent rate
of return.! In conclusion, we find the
resolution of the issues in this pro-
ceeding achieves a reasonable end
result, balancing the interests of both
investors and consumers.

The Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission orders:

(A) The application filed by Ken-
tucky West Virginia Gas Co. on March
117, 1978, for rehearing of the Commis-
sion’s order Issued on February 18,
1978, is denied.

(B) Ordering paragraph (B) of the
February 16, 1978, order Is modified
only insofar as refunds shall be made
within 15 days of the date of this
order.

(C) The request for oral argument is
denied.

By the Commission.

KeNNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 718-18067 Filed 6-28-78; 0:45 am]

[6740-02]

{Docket No. DA-563-Oregon, Bureau of
Land Management and U.S. Geological
Survey]

LANDS WITHDRAWN IN POWER SITE RESERVE
NO. 660, WATER POWER DESIGNATION NO.
14 AND PROJECT NO. 1001

Finding and Order Vacaling Lend Withdrawal
Under Section 24 of the Federal Power Act

JunE 21, 1978.

On October 1, 1977, pursuant to the
provisions of the Department of
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act),
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (August 4,
19%77), and Executive Order No. 12009,
42 FR 46267 (September 15, 1977), the
Federal Power Commission ceased to
exist and its functions and regulatory
responsibilities were transferred to the

n Rentucky West Virginia Gas Co., Docket
No. RP71-86, order permitting rate Increase
to become effective without suspension and
granting petitions to Intervene (Issued Fcb,
12, 1971).
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Secretary of Energy and the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) which, as an independent
commission within the Department of
Energy, was activated on October 1,
1977. On December 23, 1977, the Sec-
retary iszued an order amending DOE
delegation Order MNo. 0204-1 further
delegating to the FERC the anthority
to take action in this proceeding.

The Bureau of Land Management,
Department of the Interior, has re-
auested that the land withdrawal for
Project No. 1001 be vacated in its en-
tirety. The requested action requires
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
slon consideration under Section 24 of
the Federal Power Act, as amended.

‘The lands affected by the withdraw-
2l He near the towns of Brichtwoad
and Rhododendron in Clackamas
County, Oreg., and ore descrihed in
the Attachment hereto.

Subsequently, the US. Geological
Survey recommended that Pawer Site
Reserve No. 650 and Water Power Des-
icnation No. 14, both dated December
12, 1917, be revoked insofar as they
pertain to full subdivisions underlined
in the Attachment (approximatsly 400
acres).

The underlined lands lie alonz the
Sandy River, near Brightwood, and
were withdrawn in Power Site Reserve
No. 660 and Water Power Designation
No. 14 in connection with a 1917 Geo-
logical Survey diversion-conduit plan
which is no longer considered feasible.
‘These lands have no significant water-
power value.

Project No. 1001 was a 6.6-kV trans-
mission line which extended from the
town of Sandy to a point near the
town of Rhaododendron. The 253-year li-
cense for the project, held by the
Portland General Electric Company,
expired on August 7, 1954, A 1952 Fed-
eral Power Commission staff study dis-
closed that the subject transmission
line was not a primary line orpart of a
“project’” as defined in Section 3¢(11) of
the Federal Power Act. Consequently,
upon expiration of the license, the
Portland General Electric Co. ob-
tained authorization from the appro-
priate Federal agencies for continued
occupzney of Federal Iands by the
transmiszion line.

Under the circumstances, the land
withdrawal for Project No. 1001 no
longer serves a useful purpose. The
Geological Survey has recommended
that the land withdrawal for Project
No. 1001 be vacated in its entirety.

The Commission finds:

It has no objection to the revocation
of Power Site Reserve No. 660 and
Water Power Designation No. 14 inso-
far as they pertain to full subdivisions
underlined in the Attachment.

The Commission orders:

The land withdrawal for Project No.

1001 is vacated in its entirety.
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By the Commission.

KenNeTH F. PLUoMS,
Secretary.
Attachment: Land list.

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, OREGON

1. Portions (totaling about 62 acres) of the
following described subdivisions were with-
drawn pursuant to the filing on June 28,
1929, of an application for license for Proj-
ect No. 1001 for which the Federal Power
Commission gave notice of land withdrawal
to the General Land Office (now Bureau of
Land Management) by letter dated July 13,
}9%9, as adjusted by letter dated June 15,

936: '
T.38,R.7TE,

Sec, 2, NWUSW, S%LSWk;

Sec. 3, lots 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 16, SEXUNEY,;

Sec. 11, lots 3, 4, 8, 9, W¥%NWY4,

SEVSWY; .

Sec, 13, lots 4, 5, SWUNEY, WI:NWY,

SE¥“NWY. NEVSW, W:SEY;
Sec. 14, N:NE.
T.38,R.8E,

See. 17, NYv.SWY, SEVUSW ¥, SWUSEY;

Sec. 18, SYz;

Sec. 19, NEViNEY:, Nv2NW¥%;

Sec, 20, N¥%:2NW%,

2, Portions (totaling about 7 acres) of the
following described subdivisions were with-
drawn pursuant to the filing on January 28,
1932, of an application for amendment of li-
cense for Project No. 1001 for which the
Federal Power Commission gave notice of
land withdrawal to the General Land Office
by letter dated February 12, 1932;
T.2S,R.6E, .

Sec, 21, SEUSWY, S¥:SEYs;

Sec, 25, N¥.NE%.

T2S,R.TE,
Scc. 31, NEY, NEVUWNW %,

(FR Doc. 78-18072 Filed 6-28-78;-8:45 am]

[6740-021 .

{Docket No. RP74-14]
MOUNTAIN FUEL RESOURCES, INC,
Tariff Sheet Filing

JUNE 22, 1978.

Take notice that on May 17, 1978,
Mountain Fuel Resources, Inc., pursu-
ant to section 154.62 of the Commis-
sion’s regulations under the Natural
Gas Act, filed Fifth Revised Sheet No.
7 to its FERC Gas Rate Schedule No.
1. Resources states that the filed tariff
sheet relates, to the Unrecovered Pur-
chased Gas Cost Account of the Pur-
chased Gas Adjustment Provisions au-
thorized by RP74-14 and RP74-34.
More specifically, the tariff sheet re-
flects a net increase over that current-

ly being collected of 2.27 cents per:

MCF to be effective July 1, 1978.

Any person desiring to be heard and
to make -any protest with reference to
said filing should on or pefore June 30,
1978, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20426, petitions to intervene or
protests in accordance with the re-
quirements of the Commission’s rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8
or 1.10). All protests filed with the

NOTICES

Commission will be considered by it
but will not serve to make the protes-
tants parties to the proceeding. Per-
sons wishing to become parties to a
proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing must file petitions to
intervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s rules. Resources tariff filing
is on file with the Commission and
available for public inspection.

KEeNNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 78-18079 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02]
[Docket No. RP73-8 and RP76-158]
NORTH PENN GAS CO.
’ Proposed Changes in FERC Gas Tariff

JUNE 22, 1978.

Take notice that North Penn Gas
Co. (North Penn) on June 9, 1978, ten-
dered for filing proposed changes in
its FERC Gas Tariff, First Revised
Volume No. 1, pursuant to its PGA
Clgluse for rates to be effective June 1,
1978.

North Penn states that the rates
contained in Third Substitute Fifty-
Fourth Revised Sheet No. PGA-1 re-
flect the same changes as filed by
North Penn on May 2, 1978 and May
30, 1978, and additionally reflect the
changes in supplier rates filed by Con-
solidated Gas Supply Corp. on June 7,
1978 and Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co.
on May ‘31, 1978, both for effectiveness
June 1, 1978.

Third Substitute Fifty-Fourth Re-
vised Sheet No. PGA-1 reflects a de-
crease of 26.751 cents per Mcf from
the rates contained in Substitute
Fifty-Third Revised Sheet No. PGA-1
effective May 1, 1978. The net change
of 26.751 cents per Mcf reflects a de-

- crease of 1.532 cents per Mcf to reflect
.changes in supplier rates to be effec-

tive June 1, 1978, a net decrease of
22.294 cents per Mcf in the six-month
surcharge -to amortize amounts accu-
mulated in the Unrecovered Pur-
chased Gas Cost Account and a de-
crease of 2.925 cents per Mcf in the
Base Tariff Rates ta reflect the Settle-
ment Agreement of March 3, 1978, and
Ordering Paragraph No. (4) of the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion’s . (Commission) Letter Order
dated May 11, 1978, at Docket No.
RP76-158.

North Penn requests waiver of any
of the Commission’s Rules and Regu-
lations in order to permit the proposed
rates to go into effect on June 1, 1978.

“Copies of this filing were served
upon North Penn’s jurisdictional cus-
tomers, as well as interested state com-
missions. '

.Any person desiring to be heard or

.

to protest said filing should file a peti-

tion to intervene or protest with the

Federal Energy Regulatory Commis.
sion, 825 North Capitol Street NI,
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance
with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions
or protests should be filed on or before
June 29, 1978. Protests will be consid.
ered by the Commission in determin-
ing the appropriate action to be taken,
but will not serve to make protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party must file a
petition to intervene. Coples of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection,

Kenners F. PuuMs,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-18081 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am)

[6740-02]

[Docket No. RP76-15T1

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO, (PEOPLES
DIVISION)

Tariff Filing

JUNE 22, 1078,

Take notice that on May 17, 1978,
Northern Natural Gas Co. (Peoples Di«
vision) filed revisions to its Orlginal
Volume No. 4 FERC Gas Tariff as fol.
lows: .

Substitute Sixteenth Revised Sheet No. 3a.
Substitute Seventeenth Revised Sheet No.

3a. .

First Substitute Elghteenth Revised Sheot
No. 3a.

Substitute Ninteenth Revised Sheet No, 3a.

Substitute Replacement Twentleth Revlsed
Sheet No. 3a.

The Company states that these
sheets reflect settlement rates and are
in compliance with the Commission's
letter order of April 13, 1978.

Any person desiring to be hearc or
to protect said filing should file a peti-
tion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, 825 North Capitol Street NE,,
‘Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance
with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10), All such petitions
or protests should be filed on or before
June 28, 1978. Protests will be consid«
ered by the Commission in. determin.
ing the appropriate action to be taken,
but will not serve to make protestants
parties to the proceeding, Any person
wishing to become a party must file a
petition to intervene. Coples of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KENNETH F. PLuMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-18080 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]
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[6740-02]
[Docket No. ER78-433]
OKLAHOMA GAS & ELECTRIC CO.

Filing of Proposed Increase in Rates

JUNE 22, 1978.

Take notice that on June 15, 1978,
OKklahoma Gas & Electric Co. (OG&E)
tendered for filing a proposed increase
in rates for transmission service and
thermal energy being supplied to the
Southwestern Power Administration
pursuant to an interim Contract dated
November 4, 1977 between the United
States of America, as represented by
the Administrator, Southwestern
Power Administration, and OG&E
submitted as a part of the Settlement
Agreement that resolved Docket No.
ER77-422. OG&E proposes to make
the increase effective July 30, 1978,
and therefore requests waiver of the
Commission’s notice requirements.

OG&E states that the revised rates
result from a comprehensive review of
its rates for transmission and related
services to be supplied to SWPA.
OG&E further states that copies of
the revised rate schedule have been

. mailed to the Southwestern Power Ad-

ministration and to the Corporation
Commission of the State of Oklahoma
and the Arkansas Public Service Com-
mission.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said filing should file a peti-
tion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, 825 North Capitol Street NE,,
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance
with the Commission’s rules of prac-
tice and procedure (13 CFR 1.8, 1.10).

_ All such petitions or protests should

be filed on or before July 3, 1978. Pro-
tests will be considered by the Com-
mission in determining the appropri-
ate action to be taken, but will not
serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on
file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KennNere F. PLruMms,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 78-18082 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

£6740-02] .
[Docket No. CP78-3671
PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO.

Application

JUNE 22, 1978.

Take notice that on June 8, 1978,
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. (Ap-
plicant), P.O. Box 1642, Houston, Tex.
77001, filed in Docket No. CP78-367 an
application pursuant to section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate
of public convenience and necessity

NOTICES

authorizing the transportation of nat-
ural gas on behalf of Columbia Gas of
Ohio, Inc. (Columbia), all as more
fully set forth in the application
which is on file with the Commission
and open to public inspection.

Applicant requests authorization to
transport natural gas for Columbia
pursuant to a transportation contract
entered into by these two parties on
March 28, 1978. Applicant states that
said contract is effective as of March
1, 1978, and shall remain in effect
until April 1, 1984; however, Columbia
is said to have the option to extend
said term until April 1, 1991, provided
proper notice is given. Such authoriza-
tion, it is said, would enable Columbia
to effectuate a storage agreement, en-
tered into by itself and Michigan Con-
solidated Gas Co. (Consolidated),
which provides for the annual storage
of up to 2,750,000 Mcf of natural gas
by Consolidated for Columubia. By the
terms of the transportation agree-
ment, Applicant asserts, it would deliv-
er this amount during the sumrmer
months (AMarch 1-October 31), at a
daily rate of 50,000 Alcf, to Michigan
Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. (Michigan
TWisconsin)) for the account of Colum-
bia at Defiance, Ohio, for storage.
‘This amount would be made availoble
by reducing the quantity of natural
gas delivered to Columbia Gas Trouns-
mission Corp. (Transmission) for the
account of Columbia by 50,300 Mcf per
day, it is said. Conversely, during the
winter months (November 1-March
31) Applicant would receive from
Michigan Wisconsin at the Defiance,
Ohio, interconnection, for the account
of Consolidated and for redelivery to
Transmission for Concolidated’s ac-
count at Maumee, Ohio, daily quanti-
ties requested by Columbia, provided
that such volumes, including volumes
delivered under contract, do not
exceed the contract demand of Colum-
bia’s then effective LS-1 Service Con-
tract, it is further indicated.

Applicant states that initizlly there
was an agreement between it and Co-
Iumbia whereby Columbia agreed to
pay a monthly rate of £8,450 for Appli-
cant’s deliveries to Michigan Wiscon-
sin during the summer periods and
2.41 cents for each Mcf of gas deliv-
ered to Transmission for the account
of Consolidated during the winter
period. Subsequent to the negotiation
of the transportation agreement, how-
ever, Applicant states that it filed a
notice of change in rate in Docket No.
RP78-62 which would change the unit
transportation charge per Mecf to 2.59
cents. Based on this rate, it is said, the
monthly charge for delivery to Michi-
gan Wisconsin for the account of Co-
lumbia during the summer period
would be $9,081.

It is stated that the expense of any
changes, modifications, or adjustments
of Applicant’s existing measuring fa-

28243

cilities would be borne by Columbia. It
is further stated that should Columbia
refuse to bear such expense Applicant
has the right to reduce its delivery ob-
Heations to a level which would permit
deliveries without such changes. Ap-
plicant does assert that it has suffi-
clent available capacity to transport
the subject quantities of gas as well as
those it provides for its direct custom-
ers and transports on behalf of others.

The authorization here reguested
would enable Columbia to obizin a
much nseded storage service in the
amount of 2,750,000 2Icf, it is said.
This storage service wonld afford Co-
lumbia the RexibRity in its gas supply
which it needs in order fo serve ifs

“residential needs without curtailing

the supply to other high priorify users
in the light of an eztimated 24 percent
curtaflment of its firm winter gas
supply over the last three years and
the pozsibility of colder than normal
winter weather, it is esserted.

Any person dzziring to be heard or
to make any protest with refzrence to
said application should on or before
July 14, 1978, file with tke Federal
Energy Rzpulntory Cczmission,
Weoshington, D.C. 20426, 2 pctition to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the Commis-
slon’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula-
tions under the Natural Gas Act. (18
CFR 157.10.) ALl protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by
it in determining the appropriate
action to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the
proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or fo
participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file a petition to inter-
vene in accordance with the Commis-
slon’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant
to the authority contained in and sub-
Ject to the jurisdiction confzrred upon
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission by Sections 7 and 15 fo the
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s
rules of practice and procedure, a
hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission on this
application if no petition to intervene
Is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on ifs own
review of the matter finds that a grant
of the certificate is required by the
public convenience and necessity. If a
petition for leave to intervene is
timely filed, or if the Commission on
its own motion believes that a formal
hearing 5 required, further notice of
such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein pro-
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unneceszary for Applicant to
?gpear or be represented at the hear-

2.

KexNeTH F. PLoMSB,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 78-18033 Filed 6-28-18; 8:45 am}

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 43, NO. 126—THURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1978



28244

[6740-02]
[Docket No. RP77-591
SOUTH TEXAS NATURAL GAS GATHERING CO.

Settlement Conference

JUne 22, 1978.

Take notice that on June 29, 1978, at
10 a.m. an informal conference will be
convened of all interested persons
with a view toward settling the issues
in the captioned proceeding. The con-
ference will be held in Room No. 3200

at the offices of the Federal Energy.-

Regulatory Commission, 941 North
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C.
Customers and interested persons

will be permitted to attend, but if such:

persons have not previously been per-
mitted to intervene by order of the
Commission, attendance will not be
deemed to authorize intervention as a
party in this proceeding.

All parties will be expected to come
fully prepared to discuss the merits of
all issues arising in this proceeding
and any procedural matters preparato-
ry to a full evidentiary hearing or. to
make commitments with- respect to
such issues and any offers of settle-
ment or stipulations discussed -at the
conference.

KEeNNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 78-18084 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02]
[Docket No. IN78-11
TENNECO INC. ET AL.

Order Directing Private Investigation and Des~
ignating Officers to Conduct fhe Investiga-
tion

JUNE 21, 1978.

On October 1, 1977, pursuant to the
provisions of the Department of
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act),
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (August 4,
1977) and Executive Order No. 12009,
42 FR 46267 (September 15, 1977), the
Pederal Power Commission (FPC)
ceased to exist and its functions and
regulatory responsibilities were trans-
ferred to the Secretary of Energy and
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission (FERC) which, as an inde-
pendent commission within the De-
partment of Energy, was activated on
October 1, 1977.* -

The “savings provisions” of section
705(b) of the DOE Act provide that
proceedings pending before the FPC
on.the date the DOE Act takes effect
shall not be affected and that orders
shall be issued in such proceedings as
it the DOE Act had not been enacted.

1The “Commission” when used in the con-
text of an action taken prior to October 1,
19717, refers to the FPC; when used other-
wise, the reference is to the FERC.

NOTICES

All such proceedings shall be contin-
ued and further actions shall be taken
by the appropriate component of DOE
now responsible for the function
~under the DOE "Act and regulations
promulgated thereunder. The func-
tions which are the subject of this pro-
ceeding were specifically transferred
to the FERC by section 402(a)(1) or
402(2)(2) of the DOE Act.

The joint regulation adopted on Oc-
tober 1, 1977, by the Secretary and the
FERC entitled “Transfer of Proceed-
ings to the Secretary of Energy and
the FERC,” 10 CFR——, provided that
this proceeding would be continued
before the FERC. The FERC takes
action in this proceeding in accordance
with the above mentioned authorities.

The Commission notes that in Ten-
neco Oil Co., et al., docket Nos. CI75-
45, et al,, and CI75-466, allegations
have been made on the issue of wheth-
er Tenneco Oil Co. or others may have
violated the Natural Gas Act.

In particular, there have been alle-
gations in such proceedings that:

(a) Without a certificate of public
convenience and necessity as required
by section 7 of the Natural Gas Act:

1. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a divi-
sion of Tenneco, Ine. (“Tennessee”),
transported and delivered natural gas
to Creole Gas Pipeline Co. (*Creole”)
for Tenneco Oil Co. and Shell Oil Co.
(“Shen")

2. Tenneco Oil Co. and Shell trans-
ported and sold natural gas to Creole
which resold such gas to its customers,
and

3. Tennessee transported and deliv-
ered natural gas to Creole for Tenneco
Qil, Co. for redelivery to Tenneco Oil’s
Chalmette refinery.

(b) Tennessee and Tenneco Oil Co.
have disregarded the regulations of
the Natural Gas Act in that Tennessee
delivered more natural gas to Creole
(which then delivered it to its custom-
ers) than was delivered by Tenneco Oil
Co. to Tennéssee for such customers,
causing gas dedicated to the interstate
market to be diverted to the intrastate
market.

The Commission finds: The alloca-
tions and matters in the above para-
graphs, if true, to be in possible viola-
tion of section 7 of the Natural Gas
Act and the rules and regulations
thereunder, finds it necessary and ap-
propriate, and hereby

The Commission orders: (a) Pursu-
ant to the provisions of the Natural
‘Gas Act, that a privaté investigation
be. made to determine: (1) Whether
the aforesaid persons or any other
persons have engaged or are about to
engage in any of the above-reported
acts or practices or in any similar or
related acts or practices, and (2)

. whether Tenneco Oil Co. or Tennessee
Gas Pipeline Co. have violated the
Natural Gas- Act, or any opinion,
order, or regulation thereunder by

Tennessee Gas Pipeline’s delivery of
more gas to Creole than T'enneco Oil
had delivered to Tennessee Gas Pipe-
line Co. for Creole's customers, and (3)
whether Tenneco Oil Co, has properly
complied with the Commis sion’s order
of March 1, 1976, in'docket No. CI75-
466, ordering a correction of the Im«
ba.lance, and

(b) Pursuant to the provislons of se¢-
tion 14(c) of the Natural Gas Act that
for the purposes of such investigation
Joel Zipp, Jeanne M. Zabel, Frank
Jeneski, James Lewis, Maureen Wil-
kerson, Thomson von Stein, Charles J
Friedman, and each of them, is hercby
designated an officer of this Commis-
sion and empowered to administer
oaths and affirmations, subpena wit.
nesses, compel their attendance, take
evidence and require the production of
any books, papers, correspondence,
memoranda, or, other records deemed
relevant and material to the inquiry,
and to perform all other duties in con-
nection therewith as presceribed by
law.

By the Commission.

KEeNNETH F, PLuMB,
Secretary,

{FR Doc. 78-18068 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 nin)

[6740-02]
[Docket No, CP78-349]

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO., A DIVISION OF
TENNECO, INC., ET'AL,

Application

JUNE 22, 1978,

Take notice that on June 6, 1978,
Tennessee Gas Pipeline .Co,, a division
of Tenneco, Inc. (Tennessee), Tenneco
Building, Houston, Tex. 77002, Mid-
western Gas Transmission Co. (Mid-
western), 1100 Milam Building, Hous-
ton, Tex. 77002, and Southern Natural
Gas Co. (Southern), First National-
Southern Natural Building, Birming-
ham, Ala, 35202, applicants, filed in
docket No. CP78-349 an application
pursuant to section 7(c) of the Natural
Gas Act for a certificate of public con-
venience and necessity authorizing for
the period ending November 30, 1984,
‘the transportation by Tennessee and
Midwestern of volumes of gas for stor-
age for Southern. By this application,
Southern also requests a certificate of
public convenience and necessity to
modify metering facilities and to In«
stall an additional tap at the existing
interconnection between Southern and
Tennessee near Pugh, Miss., to facili-
‘tate the delivery and redelivery of gas
between Tennessee and Southern
under Tennessee’s and Southiern's cur-
rently effective exchange agreement.
These proposals are more fully set
forth in the application which is on
file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.
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Tennessee and Midwestern request
authorization to transport for a limit-
ed term ending November 30, 1981, in-
jection and withdrawal volumes of
natural .gas proposed to be placed in
storage by Southern under arrange-
ments which, it is said, Southern has
entered into with Mid-Continent Gas
Storage Co. (Mid-Continent). Pursu-
ant to a limited-term gas transporta-
tion agreement dated May 19, 1978,
between Southern and Tennessee, it is
stated that, Tennessee has agreed to
endeavor {o receive a daily volume of
gas of up to 55,000 Mcf and up to an
aggregate volume of 15,000,000 Mcf
for Southern during the injection
period, a period from April 1 through
November 30 of each year during the
term of the above-mentioned storage
arrangement with Mid-Continent. It is
further stated that Tennessee has
agreed to return to Southern during
the withdrawal period, a period from
November 1, through March 31 of
each year, during the term of the stor-
age agreement, a volume of gas equal
to the volume so stored with Mid-Con-
tinent. All of the volumes of gas to be
transported for injection and returned
from storage would be delivered at the
existing point of interconnection be-
tween Southern and Tennessee near
Pugh, Miss., applicants assert.

Additionally, it is said that pursuant
to a limited-term gas transportation
agreement between Tennessee and
Midwestern, dated May 19, 1978, Mid-
western has agreed to receive and to
return for Tennessee, for Southern’s
account, the injection and withdrawal
volumes tendered by Southern by
taking delivery from and effecting the
return of said volumes to Tennessee at
the existing interconnection between
Tennessee and Midwestern Iocated
near Portland, Tenn. Applicants assert
that Midwestern would.transport such
volumes for delivery to Mid-Continent
and would return to Tennessee, at
Portland, the withdrawal volumes re-
ceived from Mid-Continent at existing
interconnections between Midwestern
and Northern Ilinois Gas Co. (NI-
Gas). It is said that said facilities have
been leased by NI-Gas. to Mid-Conti-
nent for the purpose of effectuating
the terms of the storage agreement be-
tween Southern and Mid-Continent.

The application states that South-
ern has agreed to pay Tennessee, for
such transportation service, a volume
charge equal to 21.09 cents multiplied
by the total volume of gas, expressed
in Mcf, delivered for Southern’s ac-
count for injection into storage. In ad-
dition, Tennessee has proposed to
retain 4.67 percent of the volumes de-
livered to Tennessee at Pugh, Miss., in
consideration for fuel, company used
and lost and unaccouted for gas of
Tennessee and Midwestern in render-
ing the transportation service. Finally,
it is proposed that Midwestern would

NOTICES

receive from Tennessee 7.48 cents mul-
tiplied by the total volume of gas ex-
pressed in Mcf, delivered for South-
ern’s account for injection into stor-
age, and would retain a portion of the
4,67 percent fuel and use volume.

The interconnection between Ten-
nessee and Southern near Pugh, Miss.,
has heretofore been used to effect the
delivery of emergency gas, it is stated.
Tennessee and Southern state that
they anticipate the expanded use of
this Pugh delivery point not only in
connection with the transportation of
injection and withdrawal volumes for
the storage contemplated herein but
also in connection with other planned
exchange and transportation arrange-
ments. Southern, therefore, requests
authorization to modify the existing
facilities by upgrading the existing 8-
inch meter run to a 10-inch meter run
and installing new facllities including
a 12-inch meter run and tap at the
Pugh delivery point regardless of
whether or not the applicant’s request
for authorization of the transporta-
tion ageeement is granted.

It is stated that these modifications
at the Pugh delivery point would ac-
commodate up to approximately
100,000 Mcf per day and facilitate the
delivery and receipt of gas by South-
ern to Tennessee. The cost Is estimat-
ed at $142,447,

Applicants call attention to the seri-
ous curtailment of priority 1 and 2 cus-
tomers which Southern has had to
effect due to the nationwide gas short-
age during the winters of 1976-17 and
1977-78. The proposed storage agree-
ment and the transportation agree-
ments necessary to effectuate sald
storage agreement would enable
Southern to serve all of its high prior-
ity 1-3 requirements in perlods of gas
shortages without having to construct
and operate duplicative pipeline facili-
ties, it is said. Additionally, Tennessee
and Midwestern assert that such
transportation service would not pre-
empt or have any impact on the pipe-
line capacity needed for any existing
firm service they are now rendering
since they now anticipate having suffi-
cient capacity available in their re-
spective gas systems and since they
have the option-to render the trans-
portation service proposed herein
when, in their sole opinions, their re-
§§)ective operating conditions permit
it.

A limited-term certificate is request-

"ed by this application due to South-

ern’s prior plans to increase perma-
nently its storage capacity, it is said.
This goal would ndt be achieved until
the winter of 1981-82 pursuant to
agreements more fully set forth in the
applications filed by Southern, Ten-
nessee, and Bear Creek Storage Co. in
ilo't]:get No. CP78-267 on March 31,

978.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
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said application should on or before-
July 14, 1978, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, 2 petition to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 and the regula-
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by
it in determining the appropriate
action to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the
proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file a petition to inter-
vene in accordance with the Commis-
sion’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant
to the authority contained in and sub-
Ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s
rules of practice and procedure, a
hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission on this
application if no petition to intervene
is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own
review of the matter finds that a grant
of the certificate is required by the
public convenience and necessity. If a
petition for 1leave to intervene is
timely filed, or if the Commission on
its own motion believes that a formal
hearing is required, further notice of
such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein pro-
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unnecessary for applicants to
appear or be represented at the hear-
ing.

KexNeTH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-18085 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am}

[6740-02]

[Docket No. RP77-141, RPT7-132, RP7T-
133-1, RP77-134]

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO., A DIVISION OF
TENNECO, INC., (PIKE NATURAL GAS CO.
AND DELTA NATURAL GAS CO. AND
SPRINGFIELD GAS SYSTEM, SPRINGFIELD,
TENN.)

Extension of Time

JUSE 21, 1978.

On June 8, 1978, Orange & Rockland
Utilities, Inc., filed a motion to extend
the time for filing reply comments on
the Settlement Agreement filed May
17, 1978, and noticed on June 7, 1978,
in the captioned proceeding.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that an extension of fime is
granted to and including July 5, 1978,

g

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 43, NO. 126—THURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1978



28246

to file reply comments on the Settle-
ment Agreement. '

KenNNETE F. PLuMB,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 78-18069 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

- [6740-02]
[Docket. No. CP78-2003

TEXAS EASTERN TRANSMISSION CORP.

Amendment to Abbreviated Pipeline
Application

, JUNE 22, 1978.

Take notice that on May 22, 1978,
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp.
(Texas Eastern), P.O. Box 2521, Hous-
ton, Tex. 77001, filed an amendment~
to the application hereto filed in this.
proceeding, pursuant to section 7 of
the Natural Gas-Act. On February 23,
1978, Texas Eastern filed an applica-
tion for a certificate of public conven-
ience and necessity - authorizing the
construction and operation of facilities
for the compression of natural gas
produced from Block 349, Eugene
Island Area, South Addition, Offshore,
Louisiana. Texas Eastern proposed to
install and operate one 3,540 horse-
power compression unit and related fa-
cilities, at a cost. of $1,268,740. By the
amended application Texas Fastern
requests, in lieu of its original request,

authorization to acquire, by purchase -

from Marathon, and operate the 3,540
H.P. compressor and appurtenant fa-
cilities to be installed and operated by
Marathon on production platform “A”
located in Block 349, Eugene Island,
South Addition, Offshore, Louisiana.
Marathon’s estimated cost of install-
ing the compressor unit and appurte-
nant facilities is now estimated at ap-
proximately $1.460,000. Texas East-
ern’s acquisition cost will be the origi-
nal cost of installing the facilities less
accumulated depreciation until the
time of acquisition. i

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said application, on or. before July 14,
1978, should file with the Federal
‘Energy  Regulatory = Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be.consid-
ered by it in determining the appropri-

ate action to be taken, but will not .

serve to make the protestants parties
to the proceeding. Any person wishing
to become a party to a proceeding, or
to participate as a party in any hear-
ing therein, must file a petition to in-
tervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s Rules. !
Take further notice that, pursuant
to the authority contained in and sub-
jeet to the jurisdiction conferred upon

NOTICES

the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s
rules of practice and procedure, a
hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission on this
application if no petition fo intervene
is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own
review of the matter finds that a grant
of the certificate is required by the
public convenience and necessity. If a
petition for leave to intervene is
timely filed, or if the Commission on

_its own motion believes that a formal

hearing is required, further notice of
such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein pro-
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unnecessary -for Applicant to
appear or be represented at the hear-
ing. : ’

KEeNNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

{FR Doc. 78-18086 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02]
" [Docket No. CP78-3661
JEXAS EASTERM TRANSMISSION CORP.
Application

JUNE 22, 1978.

Take notice that on June 8, 1978,
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp.
(Applicant), P.O. Box 2521, Houston,
Tex. 77001, filed in Docket No. CP78-
366, an application pursuant to Sec-
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a
certificate of public convenience and
necessity authorizing Applicant to
transport natural gas for Arkansas
Louisiana Gas Co. (Arkla),.all as more
fully set forth in the application
which is on file with the Commission
and open to public inspection.

It is stated that Arkla is a direct
resale customer of Applicant for firm
service under Applicant’s Rate Sched-
ule SGS. If is further stated that, pur-
suant to § 157.22 of the Commission’s
regulations under the Natural Gas
Act, applicant agreed to transport, for
Arkla’s Account, gas furnished from
Arkla’s system supply, commencing on

April 26, 1978, to the communities of”

Cabot, Beeke, and Paragould, Ark.,
since it became apparent that Arkla
would exhaust its annual entitlement
for service to the three communities
by the end of April. The transporta-
tion service is due to terminate on
June 24, 1978, it is said. However, it is
said ‘that pursuant to a service agree-
ment dated June 6, 1978, Arkla has
agreed to deliver to Applicant up to
1,200 dekatherms equivalent of natu-
ral gas per -day at the existing inter-
connections at the Arkla Waskom
Plant in Harrison County, Tex., for re-
delivery by Applicant to Cabot, Beeke,
and Paragould.

The transportation for Arkla would
result in the continued supply of natu-

ral gas for the above-named communi-
ties and afford flexibility for Arkla in
handling similar situations in the
future, according to Applicant.

Any person desiring to be heard or

.to make any protest with reference to

said application should on or before
July 14, 1978, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory  Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
intervene or a protest in sccordance
with the requirements of the Commis.
sion’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula-
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.70). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by
it in determining the appropriate
action to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the
proceeding. Any person wishing 'to
become a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hering
therein must file a petition to inter-
vene in accordance with the Commis-
sion’s Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant
to the authority contained in and sub-
ject to the jurisdiction ¢conferred upon
the Federal Energy Regulatory Coim-
mission by Sections 7 and 15 of the
Natural Gas Act and the Coramission’s
rules of practice and procedure, &
hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission on this
application if no petition to intervene
is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own
review of the matter finds that a grant
of the certificate is required by the
public convenience and necessity. If a
petition for leave to intervene |is
timely filed, or if the Commission on
its own motion believes that a formal
hearing is required, further notice of
such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein pro-
vided for, unless otherwise advised, 1t
will be unnecessary for Applicant to
appear or be represented at the hear-
ing.

F. PrLumMB,
Secretary,

[FR Doc. '78-18087 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02]
[Docket No. RP72-1561

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.
Proposed Changes in FERC Gas Tarlff

June 22, 1978.

Take notice that Texas Gas Trans.
mission Corp. (Texas Gas), on June 14,
1978, tendered for filing Twenty-
fourth Revised Sheet No. 7 to itg
FERC Gas Tariff, Third Revised
Volume No. 1.

This sheet is being issued to reflect
changes in the cost of purchased gas
pursuant to Texas Gas’ Purchased Gas
Adjustment Clause, and the recovery
of demand charge adjustments pursu-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 126—THURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1978



ant to the terms of § 10.5 of the Gener-
al Terms and Conditions of Texas Gas’
tariff.

Copies of the filing were served upon
the company’s jurisdictional custom-
ers and interested State commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said filing should file a peti-
tion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, 825 North Capitol Street NE.,,
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance
with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions
or protests should be filed on or before
June 30, 1978. Protests will be consid-
ered by the Commission in determin-
ing the appropriate action to be taken,
but will not serve to make protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party must file a
petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KenNNETH F. PLUMB,
. Secretary.
[FR Doc. 78-18088 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02]
[Docket No. CP78-227]1
TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE CORP.

Findings and Order After Statutory Hearing Is-
sving Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity

JUNE 22, 1978.

On March 10, 1978, Transcontinen-
tal Gas Pipe Line Corp. (Transco),
filed a limited-term certificate applica-
tion in Docket No. CP78-227 pursuant
to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act
for a limited-term certificate of public
convenience and necessity authorizing
Transco to transport natural gas for
Trunkline Gas Co. (Trunkline) begin-
ning April 1, 1978 and ending not later
than Pecember 31, 1978. -

Trunkline has advised Transco that
it will have available quantities of nat-
ural gas in the South Louisiana area
which it cannot transport through its
system due to a capacity restriction.
Trunkline indicates that such restric-
tion will continue until it has installed
and placed in service expanded facili-
ties on its Laakeside Lateral, presently
expected to be in service by November
1, 1978.

Transco and Trunkline have entered
into a limited-term agreement dated
February 1, 1978, under which
Transco has agreed to transport, on a
best efforts basis, up to a maximum
75,000 Mcf per day of natural gas com-
mencing on or about April 1, 1978, and
continuing for a period ending on the
date Trunkline has installed and
placed in service the expanded facili-
ties on its Lakeside Lateral or until
December 31, 1978, whichever first
occurs.

NOTICES

»

Trunkline has volumes of gas avalla-
ble from the Southern Louisianz area
including the High Island Area, off-
shore Texas and is arranging for such
gas to be brought onshore by Hish
Island Offshore System (HIOS) and
U-T Ofiffshore System (U-TOS) in
West Cameron Block 167, offshore
Louisiana. U-TOS will further trans-
port such gas to Transco's Southwest
Louisiana Gathering System in Ca-
meron Parish, Louisiana. Transco pro-
poses to redeliver g thermally equiva-
lent quantity, less 0.6 percent for com-
pressor fuel and line loss make-up, to
Trunkline at existing points of inter-
connection between the two systems
located near Katy, Waller County,
Tex., and Ragley, Beauregard Parish,
La. Transco and Trunkline agreed that
any imbalances would be corrected not
later than during the next calendar
month, Trunkline will pay a 3.5 cents
per dekatherm charge for this service.
No new facilites are propozed in this
application.

In its application filed in Docket No.
CP78-191, Trunkline expects that the
gas supply available to it from the
Southern Louisiana and offshore areas
will amount to 450,000 Mcf per day by
December, 1978, Trunkline further in-
dicates that after the facilities pro-
posed in Docket No. CP78-191 are in
operation its system capacity in the
Southern Louisiana area will be able
to handle an increase in gas purchase,
gas exchange and transportation vol-
umes from the existing capacity of
336,000 Mcf per day to 609,900 Mecf per
day by December, 1979.

The rate to be charged Trunkline by
Transco, In addition to six tenths of
one percent (0.6 percent) for fuel reim-
bursement and line loss make-up, is 3.5
cents per dekatherm, which represents
a charge for transporting gas by dis-
placement within the production areas
of Texas and Loulsiana, This rate is
the same as the average cost per Mcf
per 100 miles of haul on Transco's on-
shore pipeline system in the gathering
area.

After due notice by publication in
the FeperaL REGISTER, no protests or
petitions to intervene in opposition
have been filed.

At a hearing held on June 21, 1978,
the Commission on its own motion re-
ceived and made a part of the record
in this proceeding all evidence, includ-
ing the applications and exhibits
thereto, submitted in support of the
authorizations sought herein, and
upon consideration of the record.

The Commission finds. (1) Appl-
cant, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation, is a “Natural-gas compa-
ny” within the meaning of the Natural
Gas Act.

(2) The transportation of natural
gas hereinbefore described as more
fully described in the application in
this proceeding, is made in interstate
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commerce, subject to the jurisdiction
of the Commission, and is subject to
the requirements of subsections (c¢)
and (e) of Section 7 of the Natural
Gas Act.

(3) Applicant, Transcontinental Gas
Pipe Line Corporation, is able and will-
inr properly to do the acts and to per-
form the service proposed and to con-
form to the provisions of the Natural
Gas Act and the reaguirements, rules
and regulations of the Commission
thereunder.

Tne Commission orders. (A) A certif-
icate of public convenience and neces-
sity Is issued to Transcontinental Gas
Pipe Line Corporation in Docket No.
CP78-227 in compliance with Part 154
and §157.20 (a), (c), and (e) of the
Commission’s regulations.

(B) Applicant is advised that irans-
portation service shall commence
within 30 days from the date the order
issues in compliance with § 157.20(b) of
the Commission’s regulations.

(C) The transportation rates pro-
posed by Transco are subject to the
final determination in Docket Nos.
RP76-136 and RP77-26.

(D) The certificate granted in Order-
ing Paragraph (A) cbove is not trans-
ferable and shall be effective only so
long as Applicant continues the acts or
operations hereby authorized in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the
Natural Gas Act and the applicable
rules, regulations, and order of the
Commision.

By the Commission.

KeNNETE P. Prone,
Secretary.

[FR Daoc. 78-18073 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02]
[Docket No. CP73-3391
TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE CORP.

Pipeline Application

JUNE 22, 1978.

Take notice that on May 19, 1978,
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1396, Houston,
‘Tex. 77001, filed in Docket No. CP78-
339, an application pursuant to Sec-
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, as
amended, and the rules and regzula-
tions of the Federal Energy Regula-
tion Commission (Commission), for a
certificate of public convenience and
necessity authorizing the construction,
installation and operation of certain
pipeline facilities, all as more fully set
forth in the application which is on
file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Applicant states that it seeks au-
thorization to construct, install and
operate a meter and regulator station
in West Cameron Block 576 and 8.92
miles of 12-inch pipeline from Block
576 to a subsea tap on Stingray Pipe-
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line Company’s (Stingray) 30-inch line
in West Cameron Block 537. Applicant
further states that such facilities will
be utilized to attach Block 576 reserves

discovered and developed by Appli- -

cant’s production and exploration af-
filiate, Transco Exploration Company,
which will be dedicated and sold to
Applicant. It is also stated that
Trunkine Gas Co. has agreed to utilize
a portion of its capacity in Stingray to
cause Applicant’s gas to be delivered

“to the High Island Offshore System at

High Island Block A-330 for transpor-
tation to Applicant’s system in on-
shore Louisiana.

Applicant states that the estlmated
costs of the proposed facilities is
$4,100,000, which will be financed ini-
tially from funds on hand or short-
term borrowings, with permanent fi-
nancing to be arranged at a later date.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said application, on or before July 14,
1978, should file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be consid-
ered by it in determining the appropri-
ate action to be taken, but will not
serve to make the protestants parties-
to the proceeding. Any person wishing
to become a party to a proceeding, or
to participate as a party in any hear-
ing therein, must file a petition to in-
tervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s Rules.

.Take further notice that, pursuant
to the authority contained in and sub-
Ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission by Sections 7 and 15 of the
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s
rules of practice and procedure, a
hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission on this
application if no petition to intervene
is filed withih the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own
review of the matter finds that a grant
of the certificate is required by the”
public convenience and necessity. If a
petition for leave to intervene is
timely filed, or if the Commission on
its own motion believes that a formal
hearing is required, further notice of
such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein pro-
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unnecessary for Applicant to
appear or be represented at the hear-
ing.

KeNNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-180"7)4 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

NOTICES

[6740-02]
 [Docket No. CP78-358]1
TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE CORP.
Pipeline Application

JUNE 21, 1978.

Take notice that on May 31, 1978,
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1396, Houston,
‘Tex. 77001, filed in Docket No. CP78-
358, an application to section 7 of the
Natural Gas Act, as amended, and the
rules and regulations of the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission (Com-
mission) fer a certificate of public con-
venience and necessity authorizing Ap-
plicant to provide a firm transporta-

tion service for Consolidated Gas-

Supply Corporation (Consolidated) for
up to 38,000 Mcf (14.73 psia) of natu-
ral gas per day from Block 313, Ver-
milion Area, South Addition to Block
66, South Marsh Island Area (SMI),
offshore Louisiana;, all as more fully
set forth in the application which is
on file with the Commission and open
to public inspection..

Applicant states that Consolidated
‘has contract rights to purchase 63.125
percent of an estimated 147.8 Mcf of
natural gas reserves in Block 313, Ver-
milion. Applicant further states that it
was granted authority in Docket No.
CP77-453 on September 28, 1977, to
construct and operate an extension of
its Southeast Louisiana Gathering
System from Block 66, SMI to Blocks
130 and 132, SMI, and to Block 331,
Vermilion; that the design of the fa-
cilities authorized in Docket No. CP77-
453, which are now under construc-
tion, included capacity for the firm
transportation which Applicant pro-
poses to render for Consolidated from
Block 313, Vermilion to Block 66, SMI,
as well as for other transportation ser-
vices; that Applicant requested au-
thorization in its application in Docket
No. CP78-453 to render the proposed
transportation service for Consolidat-
ed pursuant to a precedent agreement,
but the Commission dismissed the re-
quest as premature until a definitive
transportation agreement had been
executed; and that Applicant and Con-
solidated have now executed such an
agreement, dated May 11, 1978, cover-
ing the proposed transportation serv-
ice for a primary term of ten (10)
years.

Applicant states that the estimated
initial demand charge for the pro-
posed transportation service for Con-
solidated. will be $265,620 monthly,
and is based on preliminary estimates
of the costs of completing the facilities
and g daily coniract demand of 38,000
Mcf for Consolidated. Applicant fur-
ther states that the first year’s
demand charge will be adjusted to re-
flect actual costs of the facilities au-
thorized in Docket No. CP77-453 and
that at the beginning of the second

and third years of service, the demand
charge will be redetermined to reflect
the estimated aggregate volumes of
gas to be handled through the facili-
ties in those years, and the adjusted
demand charge established at the be-
ginning of the third year of service
shall remain in effect thereafter, sub-
ject to Applicant’s rights to flle
changes in its rates and charges, from
time to time, for the service rendered.

According to Applicant, CNG Pro-
ducing Co. and Texas Gas Exploration
Corp. have pending applications in
Docket Nos. CIT7-768 and CI78-652,
respectively, for authority to sell and
deliver to Consolidated the natural gas
production from Block 313, Vermilion
for which Consolidated has contract-
ed. Applicant states that the connect-
ing facilities between the production
platforms in Block 313 and Applicant's
facilities authorized In Docket INo.
CP77-453 will be constructed and op-
erated under the authority of budget-
type certificates by Consolidated and
by Columbia Gulf Transmission Co.,
whose affiliate Columbia Cias Trans-

mission Corporation also will purchase’

production from the field.

Applicant further states that Conso-
lidated’s Block 313, Vermilion gas de-
livered to Block 66, SMI under the in-
stant transportation agreement will be
further transported by-Applicant for
ultimate redelivery to Consolidated at
Leidy, Clinton County, PA., under an-
other transportation agreement pend-
ing approval in Docket No. CP'78-328
pursuant to which Applicant proposes
long-haul firm and interruptible trans-
portation services for Consolidated.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said application, on or before July 12,
1978, should file with the Xederal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
intervene or a protest In accordance
with the requirements of the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be consid«
ered by it in determining the appropri-
ate action to be taken, but will not
serve to make the proteéstants parties
to the proceeding. Any person wishing
to become a party to a proceeding, or
to participate as a party in any hear-
ing therein, must file a petition to In-
tervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant
to the authority contained in and sub-
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission by Sections 7 and 15 of the
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s
rules of practice and procedure, a
hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission on this
application if no petition to Intervene
is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own
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review of the matter finds that a grant
of the certificate is required by the
public convenience and necessity. If a
petition for leave to intervene is
timely filed, or if the Commission on
its own motion believes that a formal
hearing is required, further notice of
such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein pro-
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unnecessary for Applicant to
appear or be represented at the hear-
mg.

KenNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-18075 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6560-01] -

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL 913-4]
OCEAN DUMPING

Availability of Implementation Manual, *Bio-
assay Procedures for the Ocean Dumping
Permit Program" EPA-600/9-78-010

In accordance with sections 227.6(e)
and 227.27(b) of the Environmental
Protection Agency’s (EPA) Criteria for
the Evaluation of Permit Applications
for Ocean Dumping of Material (40
CFR Chapter I, Subchapter H, Part
227, 42 FR 2462, 2466-2468, 2476-2482,
January 11, 1977), notice is hereby
given of the availability of a manual
setting forth the procedures for con-
ducting bioassays 0f non-dredged ma-
terials to determine whether such ma-
terials are acceptable for ocean dispos-
al under section 227.6 of the Criteria.

The bioassay procedures presented
in this manual were established to pro-
vide procedures for conducting biologi-
cal evaluations of waste materials to
be disposed of in the ocean. Tests con-
ducted according to these procedures
will provide information on the toxic-
ity of various non-dredged materials
being considered for ocean disposal.

This manual does not contain
benthic bioassay procedures suitable
for application to the solid phases of
sewage sludge or industrial sludges.
‘Where appropriate, benthic bioassay
procedures given in the manual “Eco-
logical Evaluation of Proposed Dis-
charged of Dredged Material into
Ocean Waters” shall be used. In cases
where these procedures are not appro-
priate, guidance on specific procedures
will be provided by EPA Regional Ad-
ministrators.

The procedures contained in this
manual are not “standard” EPA meth-
ods. They are intended to serve as
guides for those persons involved in

evaluating ocean dumping permit ap- |

plications. Accordingly, methods differ
in detail and style and do not necessar-
ily conform to a standard format. Se-
lection of appropriate procedures

NOTICES

should be made by the permitting au-
thority on a case-by-case basis, de-
pending on the type and amount of
material, location of dump site, pro-
posed methods of disposal, and other
appropriate considerations as deemed
necessary.

This manual is a revision of EPA-
630/9-76-010 published in May 1976.
It will be revised periodically as new
information becomes available.

The EPA bloassay working group
maintains close coordination with the
EPA/Corps of Engineers Technical
Committee on Criteria for Dredged
and Fill Material during development
of test procedures. This joint commit-
tee prepared the Bioassay Manual for
Dredged Material Disposal in Ocean
‘Waters for which the avalilability was
announced in the FEDERAL REGISTER on
September 7, 1977 (42 FR 44835).

Copies of this revised bloassay
manual are available from Chief,
Marine Protection Branch (WH-548),
Environmental Protection Agency,
Washington, D.C. 20460.

EPA invites public comments on this
revised bioassay manual. Comments
should be sent to the Chief, Marine
Protection Branch at the address
listed above.

Dated: June 23, 1978.

THoMAS C. JORLING,
Assistant Administralor for
Water and Hazardous Materials.

[FR Dac. 78-18060 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6560-01]
[OPP-42037D; FRL 918-81}
STATE OF COLORADO

Implementation of a Federal Plan for
Certification of Pesticide Applicators

On December 7, 1971, the U.S. Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency (EPA)
published in the FepErRAL REGISTER
proposed regulations (42 FR 61873)
specifying the requirements which
would apply to applicators of restrict-
ed use pesticides under a Yederal certi-
fication plan. A 30 day public com-
ment period ending on January 6,
1978, was provided.

On June 8, 1978, EPA published in
the FeperaL REGISTER (43 FR 24834)
final regulations governing ‘Federal
Certification of Pesticide Applicators
in States or On Indian Reservations
Where There is No Approved State of
Tribal Certification Program In
Effect.” These regulations amended 40
CFR Part 171 by adding a new section
171.11 and became effective on June 8,
1978. ANl Federal certification plans
jimplemented by EPA must be consist-
ent with these regulations.

On February 15, 1978, EPA Region
VIITI published a notice in the Frperar
REGISTER (43 FR 6648) announcing the
Agency’s intent to implement a Feder-

28249

al Plan for the certification of pesti-
clde applicators within the State of
Colorado. This notice summarized the
planned certification program and pro-
vided a 30 day public comment period
ending March 17, 1978. Comments
were received from two organizations.

One commenter suggested that the
length of certification for commercial
applicators be extended from 2 years
to 4 years. This sucgestion was based
on the opinion that it is very unilikely
that major breakthroughs will occur
in pest control technology during 2-
year intervals and that EPA should
use the average recertification interval
under State programs. The suggestion
has not been incorporated into the
{inal plan for Colorado. The Agency’'s
position on this issue is discussed in
the preambles to the proposed and
Iinal Federal certification regulations
referenced earlier in this notice.

It should be noted, however, that
the Federal Plan for Colorado has
been amended to provide for comple-
tion of approved training as a recertifi-
cation option for commercial applica-
tors. This action has been taken in
conformity with the addition of the
training option to thé final regulations
at 40 CFR 171.111(cX6). As stated in
the preamble to the final Federal cer-
tification regulations, EPA is not now
in the position to provide the training
required for recertification. The avail-
ability of training will be dependent
upon the willingness and capability of
public or private organizations to de-
velop recertification training programs
which c¢an be approved by EPA. EPA
will work clozely with the Colorado
State University (CSU) Extension
Service, as well as with national train-
ing experts, in developing criteria for
approving recertification training pro-
grams. .

On a similar matier, 2 commenter
suggested that private applicators
should be recertified every 5 years
rather than every 3 years. This sugges-
tion was based on the opinion that re-
certification for private applicators
should not be required more frequent-
ly than required under an average ap-
proved State Plan. The Agency reject-
ed an identical proposal when consid-
ering the final regulations and must
arain refect the suggestion. The rea-
soning for this rejection is discussed in
the preamble to the iinal regulations.

One commenter requested that EPA
establish a certification program
whereby private applicators may
obtain a point of purchase emergency
certification. The same request was
given careful consideration when de-
veloping the final regulations and was
rejected. The Agency at that {ime con-
cluded, and must still conclude, that
its resources are not adequate to effec-
tively provide this type of certification
to private applicators. Furthermore,
individuals desiring to be certified as
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private applicators in Colorado have
already been given a reasonable oppor-
tunity to become certified through
comapletion of training provided by the
CSU Extension Service and the Colo-
rado Department of Vocational Agri-
culture, Individuals also have the
option of becoming certified as private
applicators through completion of a
self-study program, taken at their con-
venience, or through completion of a
written examination.

One commenter objected to the 45
day period provided for notifying an
applicator of his or her examination
results. The commenter felt that this
time period should be reduced to 15 or
20 days, and that if the individual is
not notified within this period, then
he or she should be presumed to be
qualified. EPA does not believe that
this waiting period is either unfair to
applicators or unreasonably long. The
45 day period was retained in the final
regulations, and is retained in the Fed-
eral Plan for Colorado. The Agency
must also reject the suggestion that an
individual is presumed to be qualified
if he or she is not notified within the
allotted time period. Such certification
would be directly contrary to one of
the major purposes of the amended
FIFRA, that of making certain that
only qualified mdividuals use restrict-
ed use pesticides.

One commenter suggested that EPA
limit its authority to deny, suspend,
revoke or modify an applicator’s certi-
fication to cases of “knowing’” or “will-
ful” misuse of a pesticide. The com-
menter felt that EPA would be obliged
to impose sanctions for every misuse,
no matter how minor, inadvertent, or
harmless. The Agency considers these
fears unjustifiable, and therefore has
rejected this suggestion. The Agency's
position on this suggestion is discussed
at length in the preamble to-the final
regulations.

One commenter requested that EPA
prepare a formal Economic Impact
Analysis for the State of Colorado. An

- identical request was considered when
developing the final regulations. A dis-
cussion of the Agency’s conclusion
that such an analysis is unwarranted
may be found in the preamble to those
regulations.

In addition to the modification of
the Plan already discussed (commer-

=~ ¢ial applicator recertification), EPA
‘Region VIII has also modified the pro-
visions relating to administration of
the self-study certification option for
private applicators. Section V(B)(3)(c)
of the Plan has been amended to allow
an applicator to complete the self-
study program at home. (Under the
Federal Plan for colorado as proposed,
the applicator was to be’required to
complete the study program in the
~presence of an EPA or other designat-
ed official.) As revised, this option will
require the applicator, upon comple-

NOTICES

.tion of the program, to return the

completed program to the local county
extension agent, who will review any
unresolved questions with the applica-

tor, verify that the manual has been-

completed by the applicator, and de-
termine that the applicator is compe-
tent to be certified. The applicator
must also sign an attestation form in-
dicating that he or she personally
completed the program.

This amendment does not substan-
tially change the design or operation
of the Federal Plan for Colorado, and
was necessitated by the, logistics of
plan implementation. Further, this
amendment is not considered to be so
substantial that it should be published
as a proposal.

The Regional Administrator, Region
VIII, hereby gives notice that the Fed-
eral Plan for the State of Colorado, as
amended, is effective on signature of
this notice.

Dated: June 21, 1978, -

ALAN MERSON,
Regional Administrator,
Region VIIL
[FR Doc. 78-18059 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6560-01]
[OPP-180187A; FR 2919-3]
STATE OF WASHINGTON

Amendment to Specific Exemption To Use Ben-
omyl To Conhol Cercosporella Foot Rot of
Wheat

On June 7, 1978 (43 FR 24739), Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency (EPA)
published a notice in the FEDERAL REG-
1sTER Which announced the granting
of a specific exemption to the Wash-
ington State Department of Agricul-
ture (hereafter referred to as the “Ap-
plicant”) to use benomyl for the con-
trol of Cercosporella foot rot on 50,000
acres of wheat in Washington. This
exemption was granted in accordance
with, and was subject to, the provi-
sions of 40 CFR Part 166, which pre-
scribes requirements for exemption of
Federal and State agencies for use of
pesticides under emergency conditions.

The Applicant has requested an ex-
tension of the specific exemption until
June 15, 1978. According to the Appli-
cant, the late rainy season coupled
with cold weather resulted in an out-
break of Cercosporella foot rot on
3,000 acres of winter wheat which had
not previously experienced this dis-
ease. The additional- acreage to be
treated will not exceed the acreage
originally authorized.

After reviewing the request and
other available information, EPA has
determined that the proposed exten-
sion of time should pose no additional
risk to the public health and environ-
ment since only one treatment of ben-
omyl is to be applied and the total

acreage remains the same. According-
1y, EPA has amended the specific ex-
emption granted to the Applicant for
the use of benomyl to'control Cerco«
sporella foot rot on winter wheat, The
specific exemption is subject to the
following conditions:

1. A single application of benomyl may be
made at 2 dosage rate of 0.5 pound active in-
gredient/acre in 5 to 10 gallons of water (If
applied aerially) or in 20 to 30 gallons of
water (If applied by ground equipment) on
3,000 acres of winter wheat;

2, All other restrictions in the originel ex-
emption remain in force; an

3. This amendment will expire on Junoe 16,
1978.

StaTuTOoRY AUTHORITY: Section 18 of the
Federal Insecticide, Fungiclde, and Rodentl.
cide Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat, 973;
89 Stat. T51; 7 U.S.C. 136¢a) et seq.).

Dated: June 23, 1978,

EpwiN L. JOHNSON,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
JSor Pesticide Programs.

[FR Doc. 718-18057 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 amn)

{6730-01]
FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
{Docket No. 73-38]

COUNCIL OF NORTH ATLANTIC SHIPPING AS-
SOCIATION, ET AL v. AMERICAN MAIL
_ LINES, LTD,, ET AL

Availability of Final Environmental Impact
Statement

Upon completion “of a final environ-
mental impact statement (“FEIS"),
the Pederal Maritime Commission’s
Office of Environmental Analysis
(“OEA”) has identified the energy and
environmental consequences of the
Commission’s final resolution in this
proceeding. The FEIS indicates that
the environmentally preferable resolu-
tion of this proceeding may result in
energy efficiency and conservation of
fossil fuels and have minimal adverse
environmental effects. The assessment
of energy use is required under section
382(b) of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act of 1975, and an environ.
mental assessment is required under
section 4332(2)(c¢) of the National En«
vironmental Policy Act of 1969,

Docket No. 73-38 was instituted pur-
suant to complaints filed by the Coun-
cil of North Atlantic Shipping Associ-
ation, International Longshoremen'’s
Association, AFL-CIO, Delaware River
Port Authority, and Massachusetts
Port Authority to determine whether
the movement of containerized car-
goes under through rates by rail from
U.S. Atlantic/gulf coast ports to west
coast ports and then by vessel to Far
East ports and in the opposite direc-
tion (Far East minibridge) Is contrary
to certain sections of the Shipping
Act, 1916, and violative of section 8 of
the Merchant Marine Act of 1920,
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The OEA’s conclusion is contained
in the FEIS which is available on re-
quest from the Public Information
Office, Room 11413, Federal Maritime
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20573,
telephone 202-523-5764.

Francis C. HURNEY,
Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 78-18109 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6730-011

PORT OF PORTLAND AND COLUMBIA RIVER
TERMINAL CO,

Agreements Filed

The Federal Maritime Commission
hereby gives notice that the following
agreements have been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916,
as amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763,
46 U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and
obtain a copy of each of the agree-
ments and the justifications offered
therefor at the Washington office of
the Federal Maritime Commission,
1100 I, Street NW., Room 10218; or
may inspect the agreements at the
field offices located at New York, N.Y.;
New Orleans, La.,; San Francisco,
Calif.; Chicago, IIl; and San Juan,
P.R. Interested parties may submit
comments on each agreement, includ-
ing requests for hearing, to the Secre-
tary, Federal Maritime Commission,
‘Washington, D.C. 20573, on or before
July 10, 1978, in which this notice ap-
pears. Comments should include facts
and arguments concerning the approv-
al, modification, or disapproval of the
proposed agreement. Comments shall
discuss with particularity allegations
that the agreement is unjustly dis-
criminatory or unfair as between carri-
ers, shippers, exporters, importers, or
ports, or hetween exporters from the
United States and their foreign conm-
petitors, or operates to the detriment
of the commerce of the United States,
or is contrary to the public interest, or
is in violation of the act.

A copy of any comments should also
be forwarded to the party filing the
agreements and the statement should
indicate that this has been done.

Agreement No. T-2832-E, -

Filing party: Mr. Charles J. Landy, Coun-
sel for Cook Industries, Inc., Dickstein, Sha-
piro & Morin, 2101 L Street NV7., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20037.

Summary: Agreement No., T-2832-E, be-
tween the Port of Portland (port) and Co-
lumbia River Terminal Co. (Columbia), pro-
vides for Columbia’s dpproximately 26-year
lease (with renewal options) of certain
premises at the Port of Portland, Oreg., to
be used as a parking lot. As compensation,
Columbia shall pay port $1,000 plus taxes
and other governmental obligations.

Dated: June 26, 1978..

NOTICES

By order of the Federal Maritime

Commission.
Francts C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-18108 Flled (-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6730-01]
[Docket No. '78-261

TRIMODAL, INC,

Qrder of Investigation and Hearing Regurding
Indepandent Forwardsr Applications end
Certaln Possible Violcilons

Trimodal, Inc, filed an application
with the Commission for a license as
an independent ocean freight forward-
er. During the course of the Commis-
sion's investigation of Trimodal, Inc,
it was disclosed that: .

1. Trimodal, Inc, appcared to violate cee-
tion 44(a), Shipping Act, 1816, on three or
more occasions by engaging In unicensed
forwarding activities during the period July
26, 1976, through February 3, 1577, al-
though warnings from the Commission had
been recefved by Trimodnl, Inc., on July 26,
1976, and prior thereto, about unlicensed
forwarding activities.

2. Trimodal, Inc., appearcd to knowingly
and willfully violate section 16, first para-
graph, Shipping Act, 1916, on five or more
oceasions in that it operated as an NVOCC
and arranged, with underlying water carri-
ers, for the performance of transportation
and obtained transportation by water for
property at less than the rates or charges
which would otherwise be appleable. Thoze
apparent violations coccurred during the
fzril%c}"o::tober 13, 1976, through Jonuary

3. Trimodal, Inc., appeared to violate cec-
tion 18(b)(1), Shipping Act, 1916, on about
17 occasions, in that it undertook to tranc.
port cargo from United States ports to ports
in Jepan, Hong Eong, South Africa, Peru,
and Portugal, without having those ports In-
cluded in the scope of its NVOCC tarflifs at
the time of the shipments. Thoes apparent
violations occurred during the peried Sep-
geszr?sber 26, 1973, through November 24,

4. Trimodal, Inc., appeared to violate coc-
tion 18(b)3), Shipping Act, 1916, on chout
29 oceasions In that it transported property
for compensation at rates different from
those specified in its NVOCC tariffs on file
with the Commission during the perlod De-
cember 20, 1973, through December 1, 1876,

The conduct of Trimodal, Inc., ap-
pears to be in violation of the Ship-
ping Act, 1916, Trimodal, and its cor-
porate officers, would also appear to
lack the fitness to be a lcensed inde-
pendent ocean freight forwarder re-
quired by section 44 and the Commis-
sion's rules and regulations issued pur-
suant to section 44 of the Shipping
Act, 1916.

Pursuant to §510.8 of the Commis-
sion’s general order 4 (46 CFR 510.8),
the Commission, on March 24, 1978,
advised Trimodal, Inc., of its intent to
deny its application for the reasons set
out hereinabove. In accordance with
general order 4 an applicant may,
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within 20 days of receipt of such
advice, request a hearing on the appli-
cation.

By letter dated April 4, 1978, Trimo-
dal, Inc., requested the opportunity to
show at a hearing that denial of Tri-
n:lodal. Ine.’s application is unwarrant-
ed.

Now, therefore, It is ordered, That,
pursuant to sections 22 and 44 (46
U.S.C. 821 and 841(b) of the Shipping
Act, 1916 and §510.8 of the Commis-
sion’s general order 4 (46 CFR. 510.8) a2
proceeding is hereby instituted to de-
termine:

1. Whether Trimodal, Ine., has viglated
cection 44.a), Shipping Act, 1916, by engag-
Ing in unlizepo2d forwarding activities sub-
cequent to Joly 23, 1576;

2. Whazther Trsimodal, Ine, has violated
cection 16, first paragraph, Shipping Act,
1918, by obaining or at*empling to oktain
transpartatizn of property by water for less
than th2 rates or charges which would oth-
erwise be applicable;

3. Whether Trimodzl, Ine, has violated
cection 18.b3(1), Shipping Act, 1916, by
transporting property 83 a nonvessel-operat-
ing comroon carrier from United States
ports to ports in Jopan, Hong Eorg, South
Africa, Peru, and Poriugal, without having
a tariff on file with the Commission show-
ing all the rates and charges for transporta-
tlon to the ahove forelsn countries:

4. Whether Trimodal, Inc, violated sec-
tion 18(b).3), Shipping Act, 1916, by trans-
porting property of ratzs and charges other
than those specified In its tariff{s on file
with the Commi=3{on, and

5. Whether, in light of the evidence ad-
duced pursuant to the forezoing izsues, to-
gether with any other evidence adduced,
Trimodal, Inc., and its corporate officers,
porsess the requiszite fitness, within the
meaning of section 44M), Shipping Act,
19186, to be licencad 23 en independent ocean
freight forwarder;

It is further ordered, 'That Trimodal,
Inc., be made the respondent in this
proceeding aud that the matter be as-
slgned for public hearing before an ad-
ministrative law judge at a date and
place to be determined by the adminis-
trative law judge presiding, but in no
event, Iater than December 22, 1978.
The hearing shall include oral testimo-
ny and cross-examination in the dis-
cretion of the presiding officer only
upon a showing that there are genuine
issues of material fact that cannot be
rezolved on the bas’s of sworn state-
ments, affidavits, depositions, or other
documents, or that the nature of the
matters in issue is such that an oral
hearing and cross-examination are
otherwise necessary for the develop-
ment of an adequate record;

It is further ordered, That this order
be publizhed in the FepErar REGISTER
and o copy thereof be served upon the
respondent;

It is further ordered, That any
person‘other than respondent and the
Commission’s Bureau of hearing
Counsel, having an interest and desir-
ing to participate in this proceeding,
may do so by {filing a timely petition
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for leave to intervene pursuant to
§502.72 of the Commission’s rules;

It is further ordered, That all future
notices issued by or on behalf of the
Commission, including notice of time
and place of hearing or of prehearing

conference, shall be mailed directly to
all parties of record.

By the Commission.

Francis C. HURNEY,
. Secretary
[FR Doc. 78-18110 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6730-01]
-.VENTURE CRUISE LINES, INC.
Issuance of Certificate [Casualty]

Security for the protection of the
public; financial responsibility to meet
liability incurred for death or injury
to passengers or other persons on voy-
ages.

Notice is hereby given that the fol-
lowing have been issued a certificate
of financial responsibility to meet lia-
bility incurred for death or injury to
passengers or other persons or voyages
pursuant to the provisions of section 2,
Pub., L. 89-777 (80 Stat. 1356, 1357
and Federal Maritime Commission
general order 20, as amended (46 CFR
Part 540). ’

Venture Cruise Lines, Inc., 1175 Northeast
126th Street, Suite No. 103, North Miami,
Fla. 33161.

Dated: June 23, 1978.

Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-18111 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6210-01]
FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
GARNETT BANCSHARES, INC,
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Garnett Bancshares, Inc., Garnett,
Kans., has applied for the Board’s ap-
proval under §3(a)1) of the Bank
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
§.1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 80 percent or
more of the voting shares of Kansas
State Bank, Garnett, Xans. The fac-
tors that are considered in acting on
the application are set forth in §3(e)
of the act (12 U.S.C. § 1842(¢c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of
Kansas City. Any person wishing to
comment on the application should
submit views in writing to the Reserve
bank, to be received not later than
July 20, 1978.

NOTICES

Bdard of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, June 23, 1978,
GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 78-17991 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6210-01]
KERKHOVEN BANCSHARES, INC.
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Kerkhoven Bancshares, Inc., Kerk-
hoven, Minn.,, has applied for the

. Board’s approval under § 3(a)(1) of the

Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
§ 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 90 percent of
the voting shares of State Bank of
Kerkhoven, Kerkhoven, Minn. The
factors that are considered in acting
on the application are set forth in
§ 3(c) of the act (12 U.S.C. § 1842(¢c)).
The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of
Minneapolis. Any person wishing to
comment on the application should

* submit views in writing to the Reserve

bank, to be received not later than
July 20, 1978.

Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve system, June 23, 1978.

GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 78-17992 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[6210-01] .
TEXAS AMERICAN BANCSHARES, INC.
Acquisition of Bank

Texas American Bancshares, Inc.,
Fort Worth, Tex., has applied for the
Board’s approval under § 3(2)(3) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
§ 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 75 percent of
the voting shares of Bank of Fort
Worth, Fort Worth, Tex. The factors
that are considered in acting on the
application are set forth in §3(c¢) of
the act (12 U.S.C. § 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of
Dallas. Any person wishing to com-
ment on the application should submit
views in writing to the Secretary,
Board of Governors of ‘the Federal Re-
serve System, Washington, D.C. 20551,
to be received not later than July 24,
1978.

Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, June 23, 1978.

. GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board,

LFR Doc. 78-17993 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4110-39]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Natlonal Institute of Education

PANEL FOR THE REVIEW OF LABORATORY
AND CENTER OPERATIONS

- Meeting and Closed Portion

Notice is given that the next meet«
ing of the Panel for the Review of
Laboratory and Centet Operations will
be held on July 17-18, 1978, in the
New York Room of the Capitol Hilton,
16 and K Streets NW., Washington,
D.C. The panel will meet from 9 a.m.
until 5 p.m., on July 18, 1978, The 3:16
to 5 p.m. portion of the July 17, 1978
session will be closed to the publio in
accordance with the provisions of sec-
tion 10(d), Federal Advisory Commit-
tee Act, Pub. L. 92-463 and Title §,
U.S. Code, section 552b (c)(6) and 9(B).
The reasons for closing this portion of
the meeting are to discuss: (1) persone
nel matters which if discussed in
public would constitute clearly unwar-
ranted invasion of personal privacy,
and (2) recommendations about fund-
ing and support to the laboratorles
and centers which if done in open ses.
sion to the public would probably dis-
close, prematurely, information about
tentative NIE funding advice ond
could significantly frustrate imple-
mentation of proposed NIE funding
plans by undermining the fair com-
petitive basis for awards and could
possibly endanger the stability of the
institutions involved. Members of the
public are invited to attend the open
sessions. Written statéments relevant

-to any agenda items listed in the fol-

lowing tentative agenda (or to any
other items considered of interest to
the Panel) may be submitted at any
time and should be sent to the Panel
Office address.

Monpay, JuLy 17, 1978

9 to 9:15 a.m.—Approval of minutes,

9:15 to 10:15 a.m.—Report on meeting with
the National Council on Educational Re.
search,

10:15 to 10:30 a.m.—Break.

10:30 a.m. to 12 noon—~NIE report of worlk in
progress.,

Noon to 1:30 p.m.—~Lunch.

1:30 to 3 p.m.—General discussion with instte
tutional monitors.

3 to 3:15 p.m.—Break.

3:15 to 5 p.m.—Closed session.

‘TUESDAY, JULY 18, 1978

9 to 10:15 a.m,—Discussion of site visits and
need for revisions.

10:15 to 10:30 a.m.—Break.

10:30 a.m. to 12 noon—Discussion of plang
for final report content and preparation.

Noon to 1:30 p.m.—Lunch.

1:30 to 3 p.m.—Discussion of future meeting
and committee assignments.

The Panel was created under section
405 of the General Education Provi.
sions Act as amended by section 403(d)
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of the Education Amendments Act of
1976, 20 U.S.C. 1221e, to review pro-
posals submitted by the laboratories
and centers to NIE for funding; review
the operations of the laboratories and
centers; and submit a final report to
the NIE director and the Congress.
Copies of the records of all Panel pro-
ceedings can be gbtained by contract-
ing the Panel office. A summary of the
activities discussed at the closed por-
tion of the July 17 session, which are
informative to the public consistent
with the policy of 5 U.S.C. 552b(e) will
be available to the public after approv-
al of the minutes. Minutes require ap-
proval by the Panel at a subsequent
meeting and are available to the
public two weeks following their ap-
proval.

In order to verify the tentative
agenda or to assure adequate seating
arrangements, interested persons are
requested to contact this office below:

Panel for the Review of Laboratory and
Center Operations, National Institute of
Education, 1200 19th Street NW., Room
714, Washington, D.C. 20208, 202-254-
5680. -

Dated: June 26, 1978.

CAROLYN BREEDLOVE,
Staff Director, Panel for the
Review of Laboratory and
Center Operations.

[FR Doc. 78-18052 Filed 6-28-78; 8:45 am]

[4110-02]
Office of Education

NATIONAL ADVISORY.COUNCIL ON THE
EDUCATION OF DISADVANTAGED CHILDREN

Notice of Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
Pub. L. 92463, that the next meeting
of the National Advisory Council on
the Education of Disadvantaged Chil-
dren will be held on Friday, July 14
and on Saturday, July 15, 1978. The
meeting will be held on Friday from 9
am. until 5 p.m., and on Saturday
from 9 a.m. until 12 noon, A portion of
the Saturday session will be set aside
for committee meetings. The two-day
meeting will be held at 425 13th Street
NW., Suite 1012, Washington, D.C.
20004.

The National Advisory Council on
the Education of Disadvantaged Chil-
dren is established under section 148
of the Elementary and Secondary Act
(20 U.S.C. 2411) to advise the Presi-
dent and the Congress on the effec-
tiveness of compensatory education to
" improve the educational attainment of
disadvantaged children.

The agenda items for the meeting
include Briefings on Mandated Stud-
ies, Migrant Education and Urban
Education. Committee reports will be

NOTICES

given on Saturday, June 15, along with
further discussions on the prellminary
plans for the August meeting sched-
uled to be held in Geneseo, NY.

The entire meeting will be open to
the public. Because of limited space,
all persons wishing to attend should
call for reservations by July 10, 1978,
area code 202-724-0114 and speak with
Mrs. Lisa Haywood.

Records shall be kept of all Council
proceedings and shall be available for
public inspection at the Office of the
National Advisory Council on the Edu-
cation of Disadvantaged Children, lo-
cated at 425 13th Street NW., Suite
1012, Washington, D.C. 20004.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June
26, 1978.
ROBERTA LOVENHEIM,
Ezxeculive Director.

[FR Doc. 78-18133 Filed 6-28-18; 8:45 am]

[4110-07]
Office of the Secretary
PRIVACY ACT OF 1974

Major Alteration of Existing Systems of Rec-
ords, New Routine Uses, Minor Technical and
Editorial Amendmeants

AGENCY: Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare.

ACTION: Notification of major alter-
ation of two systems of records: Sup-
plemental Security Income Quality
Assurance System HEW/SSA/OMA
09-60-0040; Quality Assurance Casefile
09-60-0042, New routine uses for rec-
ords currently maintained in systems
and minor technical and editorial
changes.

SUMMARY: The Social Security Ad-
ministration (SSA) proposes to make
major alterations to the subject sys-
tems of records to: (1) Expand the cat-
egories of Individuals covered by the
subiect systems to include individuals
applying for or recelving benefits
under title II of the Social Security
Act; and (2) expand the categories of
records in the subject systems to in-
clude medical information. SSA also
proposes to add new routine uses ap-
plicable to the systems of records, and
to make minor technical and editorial
amendments to clarify the notices and
conform their internal structure to
HEW requirements, and rename the
systems of records. SSA changed the
name of system of records 09-60-0040
from SSI Quality Assurance System to
Quality Review System; and system of
records, No. 09-60-0042 from Quality
Assurance Casefile to Quality Review
Casefile. The new names reflect the
information added to the system. -

DATES: The new routine uses shall
become effective as proposed without
further notice in 30 calendar days
from the date of this publication (July
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29, 1978), unless comments are re-
ceived on or before July 29, 1978,
which would result in a contrary de-
termination. The Department filed al-
tered system reports for these systems -
with the Director, Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, the Speaker of the
Bouse of Representatives, and the
President of the Senate on June 23,
1978. The Department filed a request
for waiver of the 60-day waiting period
required for altered systems with the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB). If OMB does not approve fhe
walver request, SSA will not put the
notices into effect until 60 days after
the altered system report filing date.

ADDRESS: The public should address
comments to Acting Director, Fair In-
formation Practices Staff, Department
of Health, Education, and Welfare, 200
Independence Avenue SW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20201. Comments the De-
partment receives will be available in
Room 526F, Hubert H. Humphrey
Building at the above address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. David Greenwald, Chief, QA
Operational Policy Branch, Division
of Standards and Operating Policies,
Office of Quality Assurance, Office
of Management and Administration,
6401 Security Boulevard, Baltimore,
Md. 21235, telephone 301-594-3595.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Social Security Administration
conducts quality reviews of randomly
selected samples of the Supplemental
Security Income (SSI) benefits rolls to
determine the effectiveness of its ad-
ministration of the SSI program, in-
cluding verification of the eligibility
status of SSI beneficiaries, accuracy of
amounts paid, and calculation of fiscal
liabflity case and gross dollar error
rates for federally administered State
supplementation funds.

SSA reviews claims folders and other
information about individuals in the
sample and often supplements this in-
formation with resuits of field con-
tacts with such individuals and third-
party sources to verify eligibility and
payment factors which the sampled
individuals assert. SSA establishes rec-
ords through these reviews and main-
tains them in two systems of records:
the Quality Review System, 09-60-
0040; and the Quality Review Casefile,
09-60-0042.

SSA is initiating the inclusion of in-
dividuals receiving benefits under the
Old-Age, Survivors, and Disability In-
surance programs (title II of the
Soclal Security Act) in a quality
review process similar to that de-
scribed above for the SSI program
(fiscal liability does not apply under
title II). Full scale implementation will
not commence before October 1978.

SSA stores records in the Quality
Review System in a vault in the Elec-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 126—THURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1973



28254

tronic Data Processing Operations

0

Branch or in protected storage racks, -

and they secure records in the Quality
Review Casefile in locked compart-
ments. They also establish systems se-
curity in accordance with department-
al standards and National Bureau of
Standards guidelines. -

SSA is making major alterations to
the categories of individuals covered
by these systems of records and to the
categories of records in these systems.
They are expanding these categories
to reflect the additional categories of
individuals and records, respectively,
which they will cover in the conduct
of quality reviews of the SSI and title
II programs.

. The routine uses SSA proposes for

the systems of records will enable
them to provide State Welfare Depart-
ments with SSI information, pursuant
to agreements with SSA, for the ad-
ministration of State supplementation
payments for the SSI program. these
routine uses will also enable SSA to
provide State agencies with SSI infor-
mation which the State will use in the

. administration of the medlcald quahty

control system.

SSA is making minor techmcal
amendments to the titles of the sys-
tems of records. They are changing
the titles to indicate that the records
now contain title II data whereas
before they contained SSI data only.
SSA is also making minor technical
and editorial amendments to the loca-
tion, storage, and notification catego-
ries of the Quality Review System -and
the retrievability, safeguards, reten-
tion and disposal and record source
categories of both systems of records.
They are making these amendments
to clarify the systems of records and
to conform ‘their internal structure to
HEW requirements.

LEONARD D. SCHAEFFER,
Assistant Secretary for
Management and Budget, .

JUNE 23, 1978.
09-60-0040

System name:
oQuality Review System HEW SSA

.

Securify classification:"
None.

System location:

Bureau of Data Processing, 6401 Se-
curity Boulevard, Baltimore, Md
21235.

Categories of individuals covere:i by the
system:

Randomly selected applicants for
and/or beneficiaries of:,

a. Supplemental Security Income
(SSI) payments under title XVI of the
Socjal Security Act. Records of some

NOTICES

SSI beneficiaries may have been trans-

ferred from State welfare rolls for Aid

” to the Aged, Blind, and Disabled.

b. Retirement, survivors, and disabil-
ity insurance benefits under title II of
the Social Security Act.

Categories of records in the system:

a. Supplemental Security Income
Quality Review: Quality Assurance
Data Base, selected casefile, contin-
gency sample master file, quality as-
surance universe file, designated case
file, -designated case transmission file,
designated case extract file, and
sample control list. These records may
contain: social security number, State
and county of residence, type of claim,
information regarding federally ad-
ministered supplementation payments,
social security claim numbers, living
arrangements and family composition,
income and medical information, sex,
race, resources, third party contacts,
and indications of processing errors. .

b. Retirement and Survivors Insur-
ance and Disability Insurance Quality
Review: These records contain infor-
mation regarding ¥ederal payments

- and other mforma.tlon listed in (a)

above.

Authority for maintenance of the system:

Sections 205(a), 1631(d), and 1631(e)
of the Social Security Act.

Routine uses of records maintained in the
system, including categories of users and
the purposes of such uses: |

With respect to SSI datd; routine

use disclosure may be made:
1. As noted in 45 CFR, part 5b, Ap-

~ pendix B—(1), (3), (6), (9, and (103);

2. To members of the community
and local State and Federal agencies
in order to locate the individual (when
his or her whereabouts are unknown),
to establish the validity of evidence or
to verify the accuracy of information
presented by the applicant/benefici-
ary, representative payee, legal guardi-
an or other representative of the ap-
plicant/beneficiary;

3. To State Welfare Departments
pursuant to agreements with Social
Security Administration for the Feder-
al administration of State supplemen-
tation payments*

4, State agencies for admamstra,tlon
of the Medicaid Quality Control
system;

5. Disclosure may be made to a con-
gressional office from the record of an
individual in response to an inquiry
from the congressional office made at
the request of that individual.

6. In the event of litigation, where
one of the parties is (2) the Depart-
ment, any component of the Depart-
ment, or any employee of the Depart-
ment in his or her official capacity; (b)
the United States where the Depart-
ment determines that the claim, if suc-
cessful, is likely to directly affect the

operations of the Department or any
of its components; or (¢) any Depart-
ment employee in his or her individual
capacity where the Justice Depnrt-
ment has agreed to represent such em-
ployee, the Department may disclose
such records as it deems desirable or
necessary to the Department of Jus-
tice to enable that Department to ef-
fectively represent suclr party, pro-
vided such disclosure is compatible
with the purpose for which the rec-
ords were collected.

‘With respect to title II data, routine
disclosure is made only as indicated in
items 1, 2,5, and 6.

Policies and practices for storing, retriev.
ing, accessing, retaining, and disposing of
records in the system:

Storage:
Magnetic tape and disks.

Retrievability:

By any set of record characteristics;
e.g7, social security number, and name.

The Quality Review Data Base Is
used for accumulating and tabulating
data to determine the accuracy of the
entitlement status of applicants/bene-
ficiaries and of benefit amounts paid
under the retirement and survivors in«
surance and the disability insurance
programs, and eligibility status of ap-
plicants/recipients and of benefit
amounts paid under the supplemental
security-income program. Title
data also are used to calculate the
Pederal fiscal liability tase and gross
dollar error rates for State supplemens
tation” funds administered by the
Social Security Administration. Other
categories of records provide data nec-
essary to complete the datn base and
to provide information to the Social
Security Administration’s Quality As-
surance Regional Offices and Fleld
Office Staffs needed to review cases in
order to obtain information on the
general level of accuracy of the entire
beneficiary rolls in the programs
noted previously.

Safeguards:

Tapes are stored in tape vault In
Electronic Data Processing Operations
Branch or in protected storage racks;
disks in protected storage racks. The
entire area is secured by guarded en-
trances, with admission limited o au.
thorized personnel.

Retention and disposal:

The Quality Review data base is re-
tained indefinitely. Other records dre
erased after 30-500 days.

System manager(s) and address:

Director, Office of Quality Assur-
ance, 6401 Security Boulevard, Balti-
more, Md. 21235.

Notification procedure:

Requests may be forwarded to the
Director, Division of Reports and Sys-
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tems Support, Office of Quality Assur-
ance, 6401 Security Boulevard, Balti-
more, Md. 21235. An individual who
requests notification of or access to a
medical record shall, at the time the
request is made, designate in writing a
responsible representative who will be
willing to review the record and
inform the subject individual of its
contents at the representative’s discre-
tion. (These notification and access
procedures are in accordance with De-
partment Regulations (45 CFR, Sec-
tion 5b.6), FEDERAL REGISTER, October
8, 1975, page 47411.).

Record access procedures:

Same as notification procedures. Re-
questers should also reasonably speci-
fy the record contents being sought.
(These access procedures are in ac-
cordance with Department Regula-
tions (45 CFR, Section 5b.5(a)(2), FED-
ERAL REGISTER, October 8, 1975, page
47410.).

Contesting record procedures:

Contact the official at the address
specified under notification proce-
dures above, and reasonably identify
the record and specify the information
to be contested. (These procedures are
in accordance with Department Regu-
lations (45 CFR, Section 5b.7), F'EDER-
AL REcGIsTeER, October 8, 1975, page
47411.).

Record source categories:

Information in the Social Security
Administration Quality Review
System is furnished by applicants for
and beneficiaries of the retirement
and survivors insurance program, the
disability insurance program, and the
supplemental security income pro-
gram, representatives of such individ-
uals (where appropriate), Social Secu-
rity Administration offices, other Fed-
eral and State agencies, and from pri-
vate sources.

Systems exempted from certain provisions
of the act:

None.
09-60-0042

System name:

Quality Review Casefile HEW SSA
OMA.

Security classification:
None.

System location:

Office of Quality Assurance, Office
of Management and Administration,
6401 Security Boulevard, Baltimore,
Md. 21235; Office of Quality Assur-
ance, Regional (10) and Field (27), Of-
fices (See Appendices D.3 and D.4 re-
spectively).

NOTICES

Categories of individuals covered by the
system:

Randomly selected applicants for
and/or beneficiaries of:

a. Supplemental Security Income
(SSI) payments under title XVI of the
Social Security Act. Records of some
SS3I beneficlaries may have been trans.
ferred from State welfare rolls for Ald
to the Aged, Blind, and Disabled;

b. Retirement, survivors and disabil-
ity insurance benefits under title IX of
the Social Security Act.

Categories of records in the system:

The Quality Review Casefile con-
tains information from SSA records
and information obtained by Quality
Specialists from retirement and survi-
vors insurance, disability insurance
and SSI applicants beneficlarlies and
from third party sources. These case-
files may contain information relating
to any combination of these three pro-
grams.

Authority for mziinten:mce of the system:

Sections 205(a), 1631(d)}1), and
1631(c)(1XB) of title XVI of the Sccial
Security Act.

Routine uses of records maintained in the
system, including categories of users and
the purposes of such uses:

With respect to SSI data; routine
use disclosure may be made:

1. As noted in 45 CFR, part 5b, Ap-
pendix B—(1), (3), (6), (8), and (103);

2. To members of the community
and local, State and Federal agencles
in order to locate the individual (when
his or her whereabouts are unknown),
to establish the validity of evidence or
to verify the accuracy of information
presented by the applicant/benefici-
ary, representative payee, legal guardi-
an -or other representative of the ap-
plicant/beneficiary; )

3. To State Welfare Departments
pursuant to agreements with Soclal
Security Administration for the Feder-
al administration of State supplemen-
tation payments;

4, State agencies for administration
of the Medicaid Quality Control
system;

5. Disclosure may be made to a con-
gressional office from the record of an
individual in response to an inquiry
from the congressional office made at
the request of that individual.

6. In the event of litigation where
one of the parties is (a) the Depart-
ment, any component of the Depart-
ment, or any employee of the Depart-
ment in his or her official capacity; (b)
the United States where the Depart-
ment determines that the claim, if suc-
cessful, is likely to directly affect the

. operations of the Department or any

of its components; or (¢) any Depart-
ment employee in his or her individual
capacity where the Justice Depart-
ment has agreed to represent such em-
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ployee, the Department may disclose
such records as it deems desirgble or
necessary to the Department of Jus-
tice to enable that Department to ef-
fectively represent such party, pro-
vided such disclosure is compatible
with the purpose for which the